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PART II — Section 3 — Snb>section (ii) 

(wi ttaiTWii wifffT) nittf nwrt ^ nnwrolf sftt (tin fian wn srnrant stfarr) 
litfjftir BTftwtftnt jiTT atrO »n? ntfarferw antn aftt wfonHiimj 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(other than the Ministry of Defence) by Central Authorities 
(other than the Administrations of Union Territories) 


(aiiftw nnwPn ijHTt fvm) 

30 1976 

wfo HTo 2 363- — HfTHR % 309 % 

irfh: 148% ’9'i? ( s ) + iRf friwiT vr snftH jh 

hV 'O'l' Crit H T^I^Tr #1*1 fViTT»r # VTH *1^ 

*#■ HtHH fH-tr**!, H?r%i 5 T tCTW # 'nTHH TT# % 'TIHRJ 

%73(t!T ^ (hH <.“ 1) pRH, 1 964 il HUfrail <117% % 

fniT rHHrM f nd Pthh hhi% WHfq; 

1. (]) rr f#iTirf ^ ITTH %i?r!l fwfiTH #*7 (HTHTIT) 
fi^q- TtvfmH Pm, 1976 ^ I 

(2) % WTH Jr sTHmH ffr ?!# i 

2. Prfw iPn (hrtw) Phth, i 964 % Pm 4 
if Prom % tmr piMPiPiq 'rP^qr •wt rniqi mPi; — 

”4, mPHff qi qiPf P iRqrrP pq%f% Prq:? htPpP 
qqpTqPrff” 


CABINET SECRETARIAT 
(Department of rereoimel and Administrative Reforms) 
New Delhi, the 30th June, 1976 

S.O, 2563. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
proviso to article 309 and clause (5) of article 148, of the 
Constitution, and after consultation with the Comptroller and 
Auditor Genet al in relation to persons serving in the Indian 
Audit and Accounts Department, the President hereby makes 
the following rules further to amend the Central Civil Ser- 
vices (Conduct) Rules, 1964, namely; — 

1. (1) These rules may be culled the Central Civil Ser- 
vices (Conduct) Second Amendment Rules, 1976. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their 
publication in the Ofllcial Gazette. 


2. Tn rule 4 of the Central Civil Services (Conduct) Rules, 
1964, for the existing heading, the following heading shall 
be substituted: — ■ 

“4. Employment of near relatives of Government ser- 
vants in Companies or firms". 


47GI/76-1 


[Ho 25/i9/74-romr (u)] 
STRo Tpo ^^HI, HHT HPtq 
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(No. 25/19/74-Estt.(A)] 
R. C. GUPTA, Under Secy. 
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Wei, 

^ 28 19 76 

wiio wto 2564: — T^’prffwn: irsf *<119 1 < sr'Tr ^rfsr- 

Pm 1969 (1969 TT 54) ^ STKT 26 ^ ^aTOTTT (3) ^ 

if, 6<+K tJcniTTTr wfijPPT^T 4^4 

Mii?¥ % w'W'OT (TiiftnTir 

SFminw wfT 414/70) % PTO?ff»iiT»r^ ^Tim ^ l 

[4o 22/32/724pr 2] 
inio 4fo ^ 


MINISTRY OF LAW. JUSTICE AND COMPANY 
AFFAIRS 

(Department of Company Affairs) 

New Delhi, the 28th June, 1976 

S,0, 2564. — In pursuance of sub-section (3) of Section 26 
of the monopolies and Restrictive Trade Practices Act, 1969 
(54 of 1969), the Central Government hereby notifies the 
cancellation of the Registration of M/s. Hindustan Milkfood 
Manufacturers Limited under the said Act (Certificate of 
Registration No. 414/70). 


IF. No. 22/32/72-M.Il.] 
M. C. VARMA, Dy, Secy. 


, 28 , 1976 

Wo Wto 2585.— ttejerPr, tfPrOTT % 239 % 

( i) % if Pi^ ^ I fV RKtr HTWT % ^ jftnw 

iP RWiWTT do Wo Wo 2123 mfter 29 1976 if 

P rr fifaPiTd ddhrr fwi; wifif wtfq; :~ 

^ 5tW(wrT if w (t) if "TTstm (i)” srsij, 
nVt sPp % 'Ttwn “sfk ^trrrr (3)” t)N^, dVr sfi? 

5RT.T*TTpt7T p6T Wl/if I 

[do ^0-11030/4/7650 ifo qsfo] 

MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 

New I>elhl, the 28th June, 1976 

S.O. 2565, — -In pursuance of clause (1) of article 239 of 
the Constitution, the President hereby directs that the follow- 
ing amendment shall be made in the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Home Affairs No. 

S.O, 2123 dated the 29th April, 1976, namely: — • 

In the said notification, in clause (f), after the word, 
brackets and figure "sub-section (1)”, the words, brackets 
and figure "and sub-section (3)” shall be inserted. 

(No. U-11030/4/76-UTL] 


1976 ( 1976 W 33 ) ^ PtHpHpa^ gwft ^ TTW 

^ifwdf w stdPr v¥if wd finm; 


(47) UTTT 2 % ani¥ (’t), ^ (4) Iff (’J) 
tjf¥ (or) <r wmr % td» (’sr) w WTgr 
(^) OTTT 7 5 ?t ^-Eim (z) 

(it) OTtT 10 ^W-ETTO (s) 

(»r) sTirr 11 dt (1) dir (3) 

(y) trm 12 df ^-tiTTT (1) dfr (3) 

(■ 4 ) Efirr 14 dV TT-mn (1) 

(w) trrrr 19 idl ^-triTT (1 ) ^ w>t (vi) 

(si) nnr 20 

(f) dlTT 21 tW-OTTl (1) 

(bt) RTO 23 d) ^txm (1) 

(c) OTTT 24 dv TT-HTTT (l) 

(s) WTT 34 
(y) OTTT 3 5 tm 

(5) am 37 


[^11-11030/4/7650 #ro t(5To] 
WTTo tJ^To TtlfPl, P14HRT 


New Delhi, the 3rd' July, 1976. 


SO. 2566.— In pursuance of clause (1) of article 239 of 
the Constitution, the President hereby directs ttat the 
Lieutenant Governor of the Union territory of Pondicherry 
shall, subject to the control of the President and until further 
orders, exercise the powers and dlschmge the functions of 
the State (Government under the following provisions of the 
Urban Land (Celling and Regulation) Act, 1976 (33 of 
1976), namely:— 


(a) clause (d), sub-clause (B) of clause (n) and the 
second proviso to clause (B) of the Explanation 
tr\ clniiQ^ rnV nf section 2: 


(b) sub-section (2) of section 7; 

(c) sub-section (5) of section 10; 

(d) sub-sections (1) and (3) of section 11; 

(e) sub-section (1) and sub-section (3) of section 
12 ; 


(f) sub-section (1) of section 14; 

(g) clause (vi) of sub-section (1) of section 19; 

(h) section 20; 

(i) sub-section (1) of section 21; 

(j) sub-section (1) of section 23; 

(k) sub-section (1) of section 24; 

(l) section 34; 

(m) section 35; 


(n) section 37. 


(No. U-11030/4/76-UTL] 
R. L PRADEEP, Director. 


ftrn RsiRw 

(twiw <#)t +ppn PtwR) 


fw), 3 1976 

Wo WTo 256 6:— fftWR dr 239 dr tTi? (l) % 

wpm d TieyiPr Ttt^aiTr tt^ Prdiir der t tdr itldT) iPr tiw 
^ % rjT TTJtrntT, d? PFffirintf)^' tw wrsrr istr) 

^ airr :m igld (RfdWT (Pitt dh: fdPmwr) RftrPm, 


ni fdPtP, 17 19 76 

WR-w; 

Wo Rio 3367. — RRJST RfHpRtf, 1961 (l961 W 43) 
dP OTTT 2 % WY ( 44 ) d? (iii) 5 tTT TOd mPRldl' W 

srdPr 511, d^fPi trewr Eftwrarr wiWrt dt, 'dt 
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^TTifTn: % ^ ^ <rT (Banklnc wing) 


«rf«TRl ^ irtoff 'ET jrW <rdt ^ i 

2, 400 (Wo ^0 404/lG7/73-?nfo#t'o ^ffo^fto) 

^TTfla- 30^, 1973 WflT ^ Jif «fr IIE’. fT. H^RTTr 

Prefer =sft ^ > 117 : wfimfl % ^ if 

TTR ^17% ^?|- ir Jiff ^TRft t I 

3- hPn^^hi 'if JiiKio itt: tiw) srftRrd' 

% ¥7 if 31TET-7TK Iffnr iff mrf'S' iT 51^ prff I 

[4o 1 357 ('ET 0 Tfo 40 4/ 1 2 6/ 76-«nifo?riJ7ffo7ff o] 

jftoqto fiT?ET, ^ 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Deportment of Revenue and Banking) 

New Delhi, the 17th June. 1976 
INCOME TAX 

S.O, 2567.“In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (ili) of clause (44) of section 2 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
authorises Shri lagram Kanojia, who is a Gazetted Officer 
of the Central Government, to exercise the powers of a 
Tax Recovery Officer under the said Act, 

2. The appointment of Shri S. P. Saxena made iindci 
Notification number 400 (F. No. 404/167 /73-lTCC) dated 
30th June, 1973 is cancelled with effect from the date Shri 
Jagram Kanojia takes over charge as Tax Recovery Offi- 
cer. 

3. This notification shall come into force with effect from 
the date Shri Jagram Kanojia takes over charge as a Tax 
Recovery Officer. 

[No. 1357(F. No. 404/126 /76-ITCCj 
V. P. MITTAL, Dy. Secy. 

(iftnr <tw) 

feTff, 25 1976 

WToWto 2568. — Wrrtf 1949 ( 1949TT lo) 

^«rT7T 5 3 jTT sEffi w ftsuT ET jRPr ^ gT, ^Tifftr vnrfffr 

r<'>l'5 fir 4?) luaiirod TE, kniai <-1 ^ fV 'san FfblaMM ^ 

UKT 31 ^ 13W ttpfNr wfH-fipTT, 1976 (1976 IFT 

2 1 ) OTtT 3 iff ^ETITT ( 1 ) % WffT CTlfFl t(7f ;()% iff ipf) 
if TfeifirT trrfff'E t: w ifFn tpp wp); 
gfff, ^ Hirr 31 fwrt, 1975 , 31 fw^rt:, 

1 976 31 1977 Tf EETO ^'Ff sPTf 

gnH9{d' xfk ^ tpu ^ tx ^isrr-TffsPrf ^ 

^ M+TVTE Tiff xpfw TT^ff t I 



spit Tfw unffei 5i|ff 4T TR 

1 2 
1, htut t'T (jtismi't 

2 ifTpa^x w?ff!T trpfW tr, (^otro) 

3. gfwar ^tfFi ttEffir ftRnff (uffanr) 

4 . ^TfrrjT: PPfK xftrfiPE trpfK (TFJtFnr) 

5. iftT trnftT 3 't, etrt ("rfiRE ^nw) 

e. tnfffir xrin (fsr^n;) 

[pro n^lo 4-57/76 -Po ffio] 

pfto ifKo ftwR, ^ eKt 


New Delhi, the 25th June, 1976 

S.O. 2568. — ^In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), 
the Central Government, on the recommendation of the 
Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions 
of section 31 of the said Act shall not apply to the Re- 
gional Rural Banks specified in the Schedule below, estab- 
lished under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Regional 
Rural Banks Act, 1976 (21 of 1976), in so far as the 
said section requires the publication of the balance-sheets 
and profit and loss accounts together with the Auditors’ Re- 
ports thereon in respect of the years ending the 31st Decem- 
ber, 1975, 31st December, 1976 and 31st December, 1977. 


SCHEDULE 

Sr. No. 

Name of the Regional Rural Bank 

1 

2 


1. Prathama Bank, Moradabad (U.P.) 

2. Gorakhpur Kshetriya Gramin Bank, Gorakhpur (U. P.) 

3. Haryana Kshetriya Gramin Bank, Bhiwani (Hpi 

yana) 

4. Jaipur Nagaur Aanchalik Gramin Bank, Jaipur 

(Rajasthan) 

5. Gaur Gramin Bank, Malda (West Bengal) 

6. Bhojpur Rohtas Gramin Bank, Airah (Bihar) 

[No. F. 4-57/76-AC] 
C. R. BISWAS, Dy. Secy. 

pf 1 1976 

TTotfT* 2569 — ■ffiXffFr xrfnfWT, 1934 ( 1934 

2 ) *6) arn 42 ^ ( 1 ) 4 ?) rtw ^ (st) nf) eh 

(e) xt^wr * 1 , eter ndsaixi eh (e) 

JIHFxHf % ftnr, ^ifFj HriftE XtfuPtqE, 1976 ( 1976 4E 

21 ) 4?) ETTT 2 ^ (h) *r qftElfHE tfXi ETEH 

'fit xrf^f^ ifTR) I I 

[Eo t(9;o 4-21/7G-EO pfjo] 

New Delhi, the 1st July, 1976 

S.O. 2569. — In pursuance of Item (vi'i of clause (d) of 
Explanation to sub-section (1) of section 42 of the Reserve 

Bank of India Act, 1934 (2 of 1934), the Central Gov- 

ernment hereby notifies, for the purpo'cs of the said item 
(vi), a Regional Rural Bank as defined in clause (1) of 

section 2 of the Regional Rural Banks Act, 1976 (21 oi 

1976). 

[No, F. 4-21/76-AC] 

nf fef), 2 1976 

^JTo XTfo 25 70 — -UIhIE HT XtfEPrriE, 197 6 (l076 
EE 2l) 4?) EHT 34 ETE EfsE aKl 11 % ffTTl EHTf XlfEiEf 
4E EeFT TX?! XrX4TX, ^E^STXT ETXE XrX4TX ^ pTE 

EETEE (nffiE fHETE) 4^), EtEfX-'d^ETE HTeFt sIT, XTTXT, 

STKW "fto EE 4?) fE^ PtHET, fHEfip 27 EEHTT, 1976 
4ft XtftI^;EET 4-7 0/7 5-1(0 xfto 6 if pTRlEpaE ^ETE 4rX?ft 

I : — 

xrfa^EET "30 i|E, 1976” % xppf, EWXf xftx 
^ pigpr ipx "31 fHERX, 1976" xfip, XTUTX xftX 
jrfEXETprr I 


[pfo I(4:o 4-7 0/75-1(0 pfto] 
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New Delhi, the 2nd July, 1976 

S.O. 2570. — In excieise of [he powers eonfeired by section 
11, read with section 34, of the Regional Rural Banks Act, 
1976 (21 of 1976), the Central Government hereby makes 
the following amendments in the notification of the Gov- 
ernment of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of 
Banking) No. F. 4-70/75-AC-VI, dated the 20th January, 1976 
relating to the appointment of Shri P. K. Jain as the 
Chairman of the Bhojpur Rohtas tiramin Bank, Arrah, 
namely 

In the said notification, foi the figures, letters and words 
“30th June, 1976", the fif;tires, letters and words “31st Decem- 
ber, 1976” shall be substituted. 

INo. F, 4-70/75-AC] 

<ttto Wro2J71. — trpftvr tTfafpFT, 197G ( 1S)76 w 

2 1 ) ’fit trnr 34 % nr*! 'ifttr trrtr 1 1 arm wr 44 

BTprir Tr% pn, mnartj, '4Tr?T tHt+K % fel tPTT- 

tFi f^tTpr) 'Ft, tntfi-vr % ^r»Tw, 

>sft tfo RtT 4 ft firjfvf: fwi5t, 25 3R4ft, 1976 ^ 

ttftJR^ptr Ro t^o 4— 73 / 75 — 6 ^ ifttfltPI 

TTtft I ; — 

% “jo 1 976” =fr w;m ^rk 
wf % F4TtI Tt: "jl kURR, 1976” % W, F8iR FtYt ifFir 
trftlFITlipT fPl I 

[no rn^-tf 4-73/7.5-tTo Hfo] 

S.O. 2571.— In exerci.se of the powers eonfeired by section 
11, read with section 34, of the Regional Rural Bunks Act, 
1976 (21 of 1976), the Central Government hereby makes 
the following amendments in the notification of the Gov- 
ernment of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of 
Banking) No. F, 4-73/7J-AC-VI, dated the 25lh January, 
1976 relating to the appointment of Shri B. A. Prabhu as 
the Chairman of the Tungabhadra Gramin Bank, Bellary, 
namely: — 

In the said notification, for the flguies, letters and words 
“30th June, 1976", the figures, letteis and woids “31st Decem- 
ber, 1976” shall be substituted. 

[No. F, 4-73/75- AC] 


WToWTo 2 372.— UrtTV W WftlfiFFT, 1976 (l976’FT 
21 ) if) tnrr 3 4 Ft irr^r iffer trrt:r 1 1 aw vrftFtff ft 
SPfFr Jtr, ^rjfYiT mTO-jm, RTFT RW7 % fw 

tfWTW (tkttr Mk) Fff, RFiK If, ifr»i‘’rraT;, % tTstrett, 

sft ito tr^o Ff fWF 20 

1970 rtrrttr^VTTr TTO mfio 4-74/75-no tffo o ff f^fWiaTI 
Rvfm FT# I ; — 

"30 5);h-, 1976” % F#, tfk 

rtrtrf ^ T«IFT 'It "31 ftfiw, 1976” ^ ?TF, WK Fir; 

ttf#xnft7r #T I 

[iTo n.Fo 4-74/75-O0 #0] 

<5147: ##r 


S.O. 2572. — In exercise of the powers eonfeired by section 
11, read with section 34, of the Regional Rural Banks Act, 
1976 (21 of 1976), the Central Ciovernment hereby makes 
the following amendments in the rrotificalion of the Gov- 
ernment of India in the Ministry ol I inance (Dc[>aitmcnt of 
Banking) No. F. 4-74/75-AC-Vf. dated the 20th Jamraiy, 1976 
relating to the appointment of Shri D. If. Ambwani as the 
Chairman of the Kshetriya tiramin Bank, Hosh.mgabad, 
namely 


In the said notification, for the figures, letters and words 
“30th June, 1976”, the figures, letters and words “31st Decem- 
ber, 1976” shall be aubstitLitcd. 

[No. F. 4-74/75-AC] 
H. K. GUHA, Under Secy, 

4# Pnesi), 3 1 1 , I 9 7 6 

FN ?tTs’2S73 . — ^IFFi# fFfWTF FfsrfWT, 1949 (l949 
FT 10 ) Ff UTTT 53 ffRT RW FT RFK F# gn; F^flF 

tK+H, '4 ltd# fTFF 4F Ft fttFlftrtl TT, tT^44ltl Ftf# FT# 

I fe rjtfi FfllfWT Ft FFT 1 1) F F ' 4 # FpRIF If 

^lUMItUt IT 3 1 RtI, 19 7 7 FF FFj; 4# #1 I 

[wu IS (22)-#o mi^Iir/Te] 
Fc ypo ytlv/kFt, *RT 

New Delhi, the 3rd Inly, 1976 

S.O. 2573. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the 
Central Government, on the recommendation of the Reserve 
Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions of Section 
lOB of the said Act shall not apply to the Bari Doab Bank 
Limited, Floshiarpur till the 31st March, 1977, 

[No. 15(22)-B. O. III/76] 
M. B, USGAONKAR, Under Secy. 

JirwFF #i) 

ftf#, 1 fIf, 1976 
FfF-FT 

Flo WT02574. — FT FFIFT FftrlFFR, 1 9 0 1 
(1961 FT 43 ) Ft STTF 122 Ft iTTdTTT ( 1 ) jtTT SWff 
### #T W fFftlfr tPlTO F# FT# ?t# wffCTt FT 
RFPT F# |f. Ftr ##[441 tlW 1008 (FT>5 Ro 261/2/75/ 

^to Fo) nrfra 1 - 8-1975 Fk fo 1190 (fto fo 

261/i/7 5“FT|o 4t«> Flffif j-j-igye JR! FFT 1340## 
Wo Fo 734 (Fro Fo 26l/l2/74-FTto #o ^o) Fkt’l' 
31-10-1974# WtIfF ¥4 44T#T4 F# Pi3yi IfT ft" fF : — 

(t) WfilfFFT FW 754 (44o Fo 26 1/ 1 2/74-WlFo #o 
3to ) Fkkr 3 1 W4^4T, 19 7 4 Ft FF FWT 3 F FT# #F 
F° 3 ^ f###4rF 4 Fa# Ft oru'.'ft — 

"(7) fdWT #FF T#t — ” 

( 2 ) wftrqFFT Fo 1190 (Flo Fo 2 6 1/ 1/7 5 -WTf 0 #0 
Fo) flkkr 1-1-1976 Ft FF FW 3 F FT# 
TFF Fo 3 ^ 4## ## oTTFift : 

"(ly) FTF# FfFF, IJF4TFFT-” 

oTItT Fti WT44rr fFfF, FTS FT f#T FT FFFT FIF ?F wftJ- 
FFFI STTl OrfT TF & fF# XFF TF fJ F## # FTFT 4# 
FF FTFFT FfFF Fk FT fFk FT FF% FTF F fFb; 4F ###) 
F FFPF S# FT# Wk FF # kt# 4f FTFFV Ffw, FT4 
ft fFFT FT FFFT FT4 SO## JWT FgTFF WIFFT Ft^Ft 
(F#f) % FFkT ^F ##FFT # FTTW % #F [[F ## ##, 
FF FF# ^ f# Fkt^4 Ft FF #FJF4T F'FT# ## FF # 
F, klF# ^ ##T, FT? FT f#T FT FFFT FTF WFlkF gFl 
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^ ^ ^ 

dKI RT tii4^ i<fl I 

!T5 TTftrqW l-4-T97fa ^ 5f»TT4V ff4t I 

[JT'’ 1279/9^fo Ho 261/4/76 Hlfo ^o] 


(Cuntrul Board of Direct Taxes) 

New Delhi, the Ihl April, 1976 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 2574.--In exeicisc of the poweis conleircd by .sub- 
section (I) of section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 
(43 of 1961) and of all other poweis enabling it in that be- 
half and in partial modification No. 754(F. No. 261/12/74- 
ITl), dated 31-10-74 as modified by notification No. 1008 
(F. No. 261/1/75-ITl), dated 1-8-75 and No. 1190 (F. No. 
26 1/1/75-IT1), dated I-I-76, the Central Board of Direct 
Taxes hereby diroctsthat, — 

(1) the following entry .shall be added in column No. 3 

against SI. No, 3 of the Notification No. 754 (F. 

No. 261/12/74-lTJ). dated 31st October, 1974 

“(vii) Hardwar Ciiclc at Roorkee" 

(2) the following entry shall be added in column No. 3 

against SI. No. 8 of the Notifeation No. 1190(F. 

No. 261/1/75-nT), dated 1-1-1976 

“(xix) Shamli Circle at Muzaffarnagar” 

Where an Income-tax Ciiclc, Ward or District or part 
thereof stands transferred by this Notification from one Ran^e 
to another Range, appeals arising out of asse.ssments made m 
the Income-tax Circle, Ward or Distiict or part thereof and 
ending immediately before the dale of this Notification 
efore the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax 
Range from whom that Income-tax Ciicle, Ward or District 
or [tart thereof is transferred to and dealt with by the Appellate 
Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax of the Range to 
whom that said Circle, Ward or District or part thereof is 
transferred. 

This notification shall take effect from 1-4-1976. 

{No. 1279/F, No. 26 1 /4/76-lTJ] 


feM), 28 1976 


ItNHTo 2S7S — mwr STfufim, 1961 (l961 TT 43) 

trm 1224 ?! tHwiTr ( i) srrr 34^ itfetr) sflt- hhiJ 

<S*ii4 tr'-a HJf) 111 r<h4l 43 3 TFt Ti th ^ h) s HtTtT % Htfl 

trPjfTTntff ftr trfii’rTH 47# stTHSt 4rr hIt 

hiOT eiTT ^ ft? 2 if frfHfe: % 

HTHtH (HhIh) OTTH 3 Jt TOlHtfl ttftrfe 

h' HR-tpr Hfwl, Tnrf tt)T fHffr it in srftwr ^ 

firotfTH THl Rfwif tfk tiRT ^ Hri: if trrh wl 44 'p^ . — 




i'ST HPPPT HfTH, 4TS- 


I 2 3 


1. r^idh TSf, rWTJl 1 41 4T'?, tTOTS; 

? IT Ttit, rrf4.7T-T, ftWE 
.'IT-TTr, HfTFT-T, traHS 


1 2 ,3 

4.47 Tli, triW-T, 5FTT5; 

( ufl 31-5-68 T47 fPmtTFT 
18-6-68 t 1-0-69 xfk 
W4T^ ?T4r 4T ) 

5. 47tH-ff HfIPH'-T, HHIHn 

6. fWT Hfw, 

7Ti4-lfil-MT4tie ulhiH, 4P5TS 

2. 47-T4f, tiwm 1 . nfViT I, rmrm , 

( 1 ) 47 TTT HtsRHl 

(2) IT 4TT~HfW-I, HTfTS 

(3) T Trr-HfTTH-I, i?raH'3, 

T??) t I 

2 . Hf47Sr II, tipjm (jft 31-5-08 447 
’hIi. 1-0-08 fl 1-0-69 41*14: dApt^l^ 
liiiTfT tir) 47-TTff 47t B)if47T I 

3 . Hf474r, 

4 ttVY 

5. tftcTl^ 

6 . 

7 . H4TT-^P47 t^ 4041474: 

3 tr-^ir, 4144435 1 . 4H4 HfW, 514141^5 

2 . 4f|44t'^ 

3. 4TT4T4T Hf%4r, 

4. trwfl 

5 . 

6. tffri 

7. 'frjTMK 

8. STPSTtmif 

9. srhFTT 

10. uiTrji: 

11. dddlHiK 

12. TTftTTT 

13. TUT SlM' 

14. 4T4:R47) 

4. ^441^1*04-^74, tdl^RR 1 . 

2. 04^ rrf47tT, 

3 . TTT Hf4i4T, T^T^l*( 14 

4. rojT'rjt: 

5 TT4T414f)-^^, TITTiFlt 1 . oftTH I, TRlHlf) 

2. tlftTH IT TT4T4Rf) 

. 1 . fryfir Hf%^, TRmtft 

4. f4^ Hf^, 4141 lof) 

5 . ofttfrim HftTPT, 4KIU|41 
0. HTSfiir wfw, TROTH) 

6. f4RIHTTR4r, HTKRITT 

tJ4l4l4IT 

7 H447fl-4.7ir, 1 , H^ff) hTrt 

2. ilTldfi'l 
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1 2 3 

3. 

4 . 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. srmfr 

10. 

1 1 . 

12, 

^ mWT UTO RT f^iPTr ITT ITR Wfil- 

^■441 ^TTI 1^41 MR ^ MRf^ ^ 'll in I 

gM mtwt: Mii mt ftr*r r mfi Jf Pfit mit PratRff 

ir ^3RR ^ Mm! sfP: OT %, Mm+c mItr mt# 

R ftlHT ^r WT MrIR gMT t, MTWT MT^ 

(M'ilM') % MRfT mTu^RITT ^ ^ ^PF ij^ ^fpRT MhIiL 

ijR mfYiff ^ ftRT RfPi *fit iTMPft ^ I, ^ IPr 

^ Mfw, Mii HT f^rar r mpt M'flRd |mt 
I MR+l, (RftPT) ^ MRpR ^JRRt ^/h; 

nrr ^ MT 'RifMTi^ 'fr Tnt^ i 

MfMffrrr 1S-4'1970 ?r STMTTt ^tift 1 

[ro 1 283 'mo Mo 201/5/76 Mlfo Sto ifo] 
nJTo TRlRnfl, MTC 


12 3 


2. Circle II, Lucknow (which 

existed up to 31-5-68 & from 
1-8-68 to 1-6-69 and there- 
after) excluding A- Ward. 

3. Survey Circle, Lucknow 

4. Lakhimpur KJieri 

5. Sitapur 

6. Hardoi 

7. Estate Duty-cum-l.T, Circle, 
Allahabad. 

3. B-RANGE, Lucknow 1 . Salary Circle, Lucknow 

2. Gorakhpur 

3. Survey Circle, Gorakhpur 

4. Bast! 

5. Bahraich 

6. Gonda 

7. Faizabad 

8. Azamgarh 

9. Ballla 

10. Jaunpur 

1 1 . Sultanpur 

12. Deoria 

13. Rae Bareli 

14. Barabanki. 

4. ALLAHABAD RANGE, 

Allahabad. 1. Allahabad 

2. Survey Circle, Allahabad 

3. Salary Circle, Allahabad 

4. Mirzapur 

5. VARANASI RANGE, 

Varanasi 1. Circle I, Varanasi 

2. Circle II, Varanasi 

3. Special Circle, Varanasi 

4. Spl. Survey Circle, Varanasi 

5. Ploject Circle, Varanasi 

6. Survey Circle, Varanasi 


New Delhi, the 28th April, 1976 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 2575. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) 
and of all other power enabling it in that behalf and in super- 
session of all previous Nolifleations in this regard, the Central 
Board of Direct Taxes hereby directs that Appellate Assistant 
Commissioners of Income-tax of the Ranges specified in Column 
2 of the Schedule below shall perform their functions in respect 
of all persons and incomes assessed to income-tax and Super-tax 
in the Income-tax Circles, Wards and Districts specified in the 
corresponding entry in Column 3 thereof 

schedule 


SI. 

No. 

Range 

Income-tax Circles, Wards and 
Districts 

1 

2 

3 


1. Special Range, Lucknow 1. A-Ward, Circle I, Lucknow 

2. B-Waid, Circle T, Lucknow 

3. C-Ward, Circle I, Lucknow 

4. A-Ward, Circle II. Lucknow 
(which existed upto 31-5-68 
to and thereafter 1-8-68 to 

1-6-69 and thereafter). 

5. Company Circle, Lucknow 

6. Special Circle, Lucknow 

7. E.D.-cum-Income-tax Circle 
Lucknow. 

2. A-RANGE, Lucknow 1. Circle!, Lucknow excluding ; 

(i) A-Ward, Circle I, Luck- 
now. 

(ii) B-Ward, Circle I, Luck- 
now. 

(iii) C-Ward, Circle I, Luck- 
now, 


6. MORADABAD RANGE, 

Moradabad Moradabad. 

7. BAREILLY RANGE, 

Bareilly 1 ■ Bareilly Circle 

2. Nainital 

3. Haldwani 

4. Chandausi 

5. Rampur 

6. Shafijahanpur 

7. Budaun 

8. Kashipur 

9. Almora 

10. Pilibhit 

11. Najibabad 

12. Bulandshahar. 

Whereas an Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part 
thereof stands transferred by this Notification from one Range 
to another Range, appeals arising out of the assessments made 
in that Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof and 
pending immediately before the date of this Notification before 
the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of the Range from whom 
that Income-tax Circle, ward or District of part thereof is trans- 
ferred shall from the date this Notification takes effect be trans- 
ferred to and dealt with by the Appellate Assistant Commissioner 
of the Range to whom the said circle, ward, or District or part 
thereof is transferred. 

This notification shall take effect from 15-4-1976. 

explanatory notes 

The amendment has been necessary for rationalising the 
Jurisdiction of Appellate Assistant Commissioners of Income-tax 
and their work load distribution; this also covers two newly 
created Circles at Rae Bareli and Barabanki and modification 
of some other circles. 

[No, 1283/F, No, 261/5/76-ITJ] 
R. RAMASWAMI, Under Secy. 
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13 1970 

(wm-fir) 

'ffoWTo 25 76. — IRiTO Ti: «nWi; srfMWT, 1961 

(1961 Jfir 43 ) ^ HKT 26 5 TTT VlfiMf 'TH SETk TlTl 

51 ^, qr ^TKmrntfsra' it= I (uro wo 

55/233/63-WTfo#ti>) 18 1964 ^ 

6vi1lET ^ I 

2. ^ ^TJTT 42(w) (iii) !iVi: 42(qr) (iv) 

TT ^ fw mijqr I 


3 . ww 42(qr)(7) ^1 7?rp>T 2 if fii^rqrr 

ijwf % ITT TPT T^ unW: — 

"iTJI^iaNET, 'Tfwft JTT 6^l^<ai4IM WWT 

Mm Prwir % ^rtfEr Tnfr ^iwO- ^ ftrim ^iftr 
^ 5^ tpj % tfhR ^ ^rfiRRir ttr fw Tt awh^t st^ 
ftftr % wetEt wmr sttn^ ^ | , ?r irfw imr | m 
, ijTT titTTT ^r qR 47: »ft %TT iR jfrllm nnTuff ^ wEr 47 
417 «Ft ht^IEO 47 Hi ^ I 1 ” 

4 . 42r?r 42H OT qll HHl 4iir Hwmf 7a7«r e 
Jr fiifiHR irftfeff % FrnT 47 , "(11447 (n^n fwit, 

^TR Hfw, 4RWT 47 (Tfn+lRiTT f4%r |," HS? TSl I 

5. 4? srRir^HHT 13 (T^H, 1976 ^ 4471 ^ I 


[4iT« rfo 197 / 2/75 

t7r« 547^, (T47 4f44 


New Delhi, the 13th April. 1976 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2576, — In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
Section 126 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the 
Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby makes the following 
amendments in the Schedule annexed to its notification No. 
1 (F. No. 55/233/63-rT) dated ISth May, 1964 as amended 
from time to time. 

2. In the said schedule Item 42(G)(iii) and Item 42(H)- 
(iv) shall be deleted. 

3. The existing wording in column 2 against SI. No. 42(H)- 
(vii) shall be substituted by the following: — 

“All Government Pensioners under the Audit Control of 
the A.G,, West Bengal, or the A.G., Central Calcutta, whose 
annual salary during the previous year exceeded the maxi- 
mum amount not chargeable to income-tax under *he law for 
the time being in force or being less than that amount has 
for some reason been subjected to deduction of tax at 
source". 

4. The existing entries in column 6 against all the 
serial numbers 42E to 42H shall be substituted by the 
words “Commissioner of Income-tax who has been vested 
with the Jurisdiction over the Central Salaries Circle, 
Calcutta," 

5. This Notification shall come into force fiom the 13th 
April, 1976, 


(F. No. 187/2/75-lTA-Jl 
M. SHASTRI. Under Secy. 


RESERVE BANK OF INDU 
Central Office 

(Department of Accounts and Expenditure) 

Bombay, the 24th June, 1976 
CORRIGENDUM 

S.O. 2577. — In the statement of Affairs of the Reserve 
Bank of India, Banking Department for the week ended 
16th April, 1976, publisned m Part II Section 3(ii) of the 
Gazette of India dated 29th May, 1976 the following corri- 
gendum may be noted. On page 1820 the figures 
Rs. 15,00,00,000 under the head c.ipital paid up may be 
read as Rs. 5,00,00,000 and Rs. 14,71,000 under head small 
coin may be read as Rs. 4,71,000. 

[Gen. No. 819/4-75/76] 

Chief Accoiinlant 

(Department off Expenditure) 

New Delhi, the 30the Juno, 1976 

S.O. 2578. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
proviso to article 309 and clause (5) of article 148 of the 
Constitution, the President, after consultation with Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General in relation to persong serving In 
the Indian Audit and Accounts DepaMment, hereby makes 
the following rules further to amend the General Provident 
Fund (Central Services) Rules 1960, namely; — 

1. (1) These rules may be called the General Provident 
Fund (Central Services) seventh Amendment Rules, 1976. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their 
publication in the Official Gazette, 

2. In Ihe General Provident Fund (Central Services) Rules, 
1960; 

(a) in rule 25, for sub-rule (1), the following sub-rule 
shall be substituted, namely: — 

"(1) If a policy assigned to the President under rule 
22 or under the corresponding rule heretofore in 
force, matures before the subscriber quits the 
service, or if a policy on the joint lives of a 
subsci'iber and the subscriber’s wife or husband 
assigned under the said rule, or under the cor- 
responding rule heretofore in force, falls due for 
payment by reasons of the death of the subscri- 
ber’s wife or husband, the Accounts Officer shaU 
save as provided by rule 28, realise the amount 
assured together with any accrued bonuses and 
shall place the amount so realised to the credit 
of the subscriber in the Fund. 

Provident that if the amount assured together with the 
amount of any accrued bonuses is more than the 
whole of the amount with-held or withdrawn, it 
shall be the duty of the Accounts Officer to pay 
to the subscriber the difference, on receipt of a 
written application in this behalf." 

(b) the Fourth Schedule shall be omitted. 

[No. F. 13(6)-EV(B)/76-GPF] 

S.O. 2579, — In exercise of the powers conferreby by proviso 
to article 309 and clause (5) of' article 148 of the Constitu- 
tion, the President, after consultation with the Comptroller 
and Auditor General in relation to persons serving in the 
Indian Audit and Accounts Department, hereby makes the 
following rules further to amend the Contributory Provident 
Fund Rules (India), 1962, namely: — 

1. (1) Thesse rules may be called the Contributory Provi- 
dent Fund (India) Fourth Amendment Rucls, 1976; 

(2) They shall come into force on th6 date of their 
publication in the Official Gazette. 

2. In the Contributory Provident Fund Rules (India), 1962; 

(a) in rule 27, for sub-rule(l), the following sub-rule 
shall be substituted, namely: — 

“(1) If a policy assigned to the President under rule 
24 matures before the subscriber quits the service, 
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or if a policy on the joint lives of a SLibscribcf and 
his wife assigned under the said rule, falls due for 
payment by reasons of the wife’s or husband’s 
death, the Accounts Officer shall, save as provided 
by rule 30, realise the amount assured together 
with any accrued bonuses and shall place the 
amount so realised to the credit of the subscriber 
in the Fund. 

Provided that if the amount assured together with the 
amount of any accrued bonuses is more than 
the whole of the amount withheld or withdrawn, 
it shall be the duty of the Accounts Officer to 
pay to the subscriber the difference, on receipt 
of a written application in this behalf. 

(b) the Fourth Schedule shall be omitted. 

INo . F, 13(6) EV (B)/76-CPF] 
S. S. L. MALHOTRA, Under Secy. 

( <^>1 wtf 1^5^! WtfJfrfWR ) 

25 UP#, 1976 
tfiRT trat 

Wo 2580. — 'ttfilfiFFr, 1962 ^ ffRT 9 
snr tTRT RTCT utHiK, Put ttourif la 

1975 ffWT 79/fflRT-'5e^ — 'fiTotto 47 3/2/75-#Rt ’ 

7 SFT rVrT ijJFP % IPTT JPiTPfrf^ W 

siiffff jtr, trci^rnr, <!rprr f5i% ^rr "jffifjr" ittr (ttpr- 

•Wm qPttrr) nft 'VIsmik sftftTt fwtT Ttrar ^ i 

4/ffV>TTi!J5T/7 6'T!Toffo 8 (^TtTWT) 40-19/76] 
ita 1^0 3^(T ■JU’T WTT^frf 


(Ccntnil Elxcise Colleetorate) 

Poona, the 25ih March, 1976 

CUSTOMS 

S.O. 2580. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
9 of the Customs Act, 1962, as delegated to the Collector 
of Customs under Government of India, Ministry of Fin- 
ance, Notification No. 79/Cus-F. No. 473/2/75-Cus-VII 
dated 18th July, 1975, the place by name “Mohone” village, 
(in Grampanchayat Area) Dist; Thana is hereby declared 
to be a “Warehousing Station”. 

[Notification No. 4/Cus/76 F. No. VIIl(ais)-40-f9/76| 
J. M. VERMA, Collector of Central Excise. 


(ProftT Pnrnr) 

29 1976 

W° 2 5 81.— TOT Pm, 1955 % Pm 4 m tPot, 
5fftjpm, 1947 ( 1947 411 24) 4?) OTTf 4 SRT JRTT 
'RpPft TT tpfpr iir# gTT, ntr^ nir trftnjPur 

Tuff t irPrPm Efirr 4 qff 3 % 


ts('>8' (s^) % "FftRfl ?flHT mfTt; ^TT, ft^FT 4fr 

Trnr rrm tjtt jftt % tmt ^ PtVir^rr fw imr 

I ipY?: IT? w jpt.uim rnffg" if 23 PrFJn:, 

1976 Tt trim ffPr mAf w^ftt % PPf, m wrfff t 
aw ?tT ^ TPUT flRT 8ff 5treFT ffsp 7^, sff Ip 4PT gT, TT TC 

5Rr 7|'i> I 

[itTo ffo 1 5( 4)/70-r?rft (^v)] 
nFs ufii^9 miT, mr Rfm 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
(Department of Export Production) 

New Delhi, the 29th June, 1976 
(RUBBER CONTROL) 

S.O. 2581.— In exercise of the powers conferred by Sec- 
tion 4 of the Rubber Act, 1947 (24 of 1947), read with 
rule 4 of the Rubber Rules, 1955, the Central Government 
hereby notifies that Shrimati Leela Damodara Menon, Mem- 
ber of Parliament, has been elected by the Rajya Sabha as 
a member of the Rubber Board, under clause (e) sub-section 
(3) of Section 4 of the said Act and that she shall hold 
office for the period commencing from the dale of publica- 
tion of this notification and ending with 23id September, 
1976, or for the period during which she contiiuics to be 
a member of Rajya Sabha, whjehever is IcsS. 

[File No. 15(4)/70-Plant(B)] 

S. MAHADEVA IYER, Under Secy. 

( PtoHW, WW W-PpiPt 4tT vpipw ) 

nriiT 

20 197 5 

WoWo25 8 2— ffW WFff TITOT, VTTT fit tK-Pi^, 

flT-siPmftrer RWgf % ermr % fw( Pp^tftrfwr 

firar qiT ; — • 

(1) 4 ) 0 / 9 , jtc/1758279 PrK 14-7-72 IJFT SOOn/FTR 

( 2 ) 4)0/1^0/1758280 ferfr 14-7-72 IJFT 5000 /tm 

2. ffFTFWff ^ P47 'fTW SffTTTf) FW rf) 4) ff) 

wrf tptir f/'ci-i/ff/nF/ys/^/ffF 4) ffF wr/ir ^-/im/ii 

Pinlsi 4-12-1974 JU j]| 6 ^ 4) f4> FiTTVT FTTHf) 

4i) ’TTuf) 4 vn><. 1 5 Put) '4)trT tiKoj FtTTff 
fflu tSt ouO Prtr Frr vtl^dui qi) FR) F 7^ TT f4ffT viHl 
5()7 ^ WOT7 97 Pf 4 m 4 FT4) 'PT fUT Ffi 
41 ^3^ FTF^ 4 ^rPraFF % Pffr PuTtT 19-12-74 
FF Put 4i fft ft i 

3. FFF FFUF FFTR) ^(FFT % Rfff 5T4) u4i *4)^ 5TTUT 

F^ |RT ^ (fft; Tfn; 44 Ptf. PraffTF wrPr ttfttt ^ Ft 

IF TUfIm 4: ftTb; PTFF pTpT T) JFf^FF F ^FFlf % PuT 
>F)t 4) FFfTFF gRT t 1 

4. wfi^urrsTT) 4 ftf4 >14 wO-ftPt fPt rt; tf) | 4)7 
W 'TpbFTF F7 FfFT ^ fqT F^^) WIFT FTTtFVrWf, 475 iFfT % 

FRT W FTF4 4 5194 FFTF 4; pT7 fFt F)f) fFpTff Fv?fr4 

TTW F7TIW) ^[FFT % RpT Ttf 7tT7 Fff) PUTT t 4)7 

FtPrTFF ^FFlt % ftTfi ^3Ff7FF §4 f I 

5- 3777 f4 FTWF) 4 4) JFJ FFTFT FFT ?), 74 RTTF 4 
7>i 4 g4 I fTT [ffft^Pt tmitF 7^ WFFT 

WTFTffiTT frtr 714 FTf^ff I TFppr, Wft^TFT^ FFT WtPjF 
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WPEra- WT^, 1S5 5 7-l2-19.'55 ^ EnTT f) 

^'EiRT (r;) % ERTTR 'tTfEnErff "et ipfH ’in; 

Tf T? fTTm ^ I 

^t*fWtWI 'Cnujf /(T- I /Tjpyfo. 7 s/'xTtn/rr.t^turT-W I 

(Office of the Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Export*) 
ORDER 

Kanpur, the 20th October, 1975 

S.O, 2582, — The followiijc licences for the import of 
Chemical s/Dyesinlermediatcs non-banned non-re stricted were 
issued to M/s. Anant Udyogshala, Meerut city : — 

1, P/S/1758279 dated 14-7-1972 for Rs, 5000. 

2. P/S/1758280 dated 14-7-1972 for Rs. 5000. 

2. Thereafter a Show Cause Notice No. DCCl&E/A. 1/ 
AM-75/ENF/NBNR/AU/KAN/11 dated 4-12-1974 was 
issued to them asking to show cause within fifteen days of 
the date of receipt of notice as to why the said licences in 
their favour should not be cancelled on the ground that the 
same were issued inadvertantly. They were also given 
19-12-1974 for personal hearing of their matter. 

3. No reply to the above said notice has been leccived 
so far and tunc stipulated for reply has expired. No one 
has also appeared for personal hearing on the date fixed 
for the purpose, 

4. The undersigned has carefully considered the matter 
and has come to the conclusion that the said M/s. Anant 
Udyogshala, Meerut city have not replied to the notice and 
have not turned up for personal heatings, they have no 
defence to urge in the matter. 

5. Having regard to what has been said in the preceding 
paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences In 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered Ineffective. 
Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of the powers vested 
in him under clause 9 sub-clause (a) of the Imports (Control) 
Order 1955 dated 7-12-1955 as amended hereby cancels the 
above said licences. 

[No. DCCI&E/A. l/AM-75/ENF/NBNR/AU/KANI 


igqsrcsn:, 1975 

ftToSfto 25 8 3.-'-?rWr Ils 8 7/6, 

FPTTh' Pruff^rfirr srrf) ^ il : 

1 'ft/'W/l761394 fiPTPfr 25-3-73 mw 20,000/- 

2 ’ff/tfir/ 1 7 0 1 3 9 5 fiprlT 25-3-73^^ 20,000/-?o 
3. 'ft/[pr/l761 7 50 fcrhE 29-3-73 iJthT 5,000 /- ^0 
4 'it/fET/ 1761. 308 f^rfEir 30- ,1-73 JJylT 5,0()0/-no 

2. ^ 'PTHIff ipp Wjpt Itlfer Bo 

’fB-7 5/r9S/TTB «f)mT WK/B ^/>fTR/9, 4-12-74 

|r(BTfV fw Bar BT fr Btfer grfiB 4ft Prfir 
% 15 ftBf ufiTt Btnew Buru fip Btfl fr? bbb 
W biuk ix tbI b 47T ^ Til^i} fifT ^ jj^r it 

BTft ftv? ^ I ^ BB^ BTB% 4)1 strffnBB ^BBlf % f^u 
19-12-74 4B firB sft fw BBT BT I 

3. BBP|4B 4Trrir MkH Btf^ 4iT WB BT 4ftf BytX STRT 

B^f sm $ tfk BXTX PBUtEB BBB »UTftd f | 

47 01/76—2 


% firfB ift 4ft^ Blft 

JBT I 1 

4. Wft^iXTTefTft BTB% Tr BBt-BTflT fifTTf BIX fBBT ^ 
fllx Tmihr TX ^ fir bbb vsxb 

BXB 87/o, iftXTBB, BrnTJX 3' BIXII fBWB BtfXB BB BBX 
TOfiW Bfr fBBT t BBtfx BB% BR Tfil rrt BBTB % fit^ 

sfty uf rBTBTXBB BB iT BTft fipB B^ ^ I 

s. firaxft BifirwRl Jr bI but ^ BBBft kbib tt 

x«B 517 BTtftfFdTBrft Biyx: Sr fir HBuratB tmtB x^ 4tx W 
BTB BT SRpn BsnTTBt 41X BPf I Bdfilil, 

BBlBBtfUB BTBTB (firiBB) BI^, 1 95 5 fBBTBi 7-12-55 4ft 
UTXl 9 BBBIXT (u) ffnTBBB BrUBrrft BB JTBtB TX^ JTt 
BTfBB tfuBiti » I Birr ^ I 

[BBBT «t fft xft Blf iri ij^ l/rr t7B-75/OT/ttB *ft TfB BTX/ 

tr B/bBB] 

ORDER 

Kanpur, the 14lh November, 1975 

S.O. 2583 ^The following licences for the import of 

Chemicals non-banned and non-restricted type were issued to 
M/s. Federal Chemical & Metal Industries, 87/6, iHraganj 
Kanpur. 

1. P/S/1761394 dated 25-3-73 for Rs. 20,000/- 

2. P/S/1761395 dated 25-3-73 for Rs. 20,000/- 

3. P/S/1761750 dated 29-3-73 for Rs, 5,000/- 

4. P /S/1761808 dated 30-3-73 for Rs. 5,000/- 

2. Thereafter a Show Cause Notice No. DCCl&E/F-l/ 
AM-75 /ENF/NBNR /AU /KAN/9, dated 4-12-74 was issued 
to them asking to show cause within fifteen days of the date 
of receipt of notice as to why the said licences in their favour 
should not be cancelled on the ground that the same were 
issued inadvertantly. They were also given 19-12-74 for 
personal hearing of theii' matter. 

3. No reply to the above said notice has been received so 
far and time stipulated for reply has expired. No one has also 
appeared for per.sonal hearing on the date fixed for the pur- 
pose, 

4. The undersigned has carefully considered the mutter and 
has come to the conclusion that the said M/s. Federal Chemi- 
cal & Metal Industries, 87/6, Hiraganj, Kanpur have not re- 
plied to the notice and have not turned up for personal 
hearings they have no defence to urge in the mutter. 

5. Having regard to what has ^cn said in the preceding 
paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences ia 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffective. 
Therefore, the iindeisigned in exercise of ihe powers 
vested in him under clause 9 sub clause(A) of ihe imports 
(Control) Order, 1955, dated 7-12-1955 as amended hereby 
cancels the above said licences. 

[No. DCCI&E/F-l /AM-75/ENF/NBNR/AU/KAN1 
BITBhFT 


4ITo WTo 2584.— BBE^t fiBeBi) 244/2, f/fiFR 

ftwfr XfiC, irx5 41) BT-Wb, ifx-BfiRf-BB fipTBl ^ BFT WBfXB BTfit 
% BTBTB % W rBHfitrWB BTrSB BTXl fitr^ BB “t ; 

1. 'ft/r7B/l758 521 fBBTBT 4-S-72T3;?B .5,00flXo 

2. "11/^1/17 58 5 22 ^X14; 4-8-7 2 IJXB 5, OOO Xo 
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2 -3^% nriTT ro ^ jft # ?Tr^ 

5rr?'/T'T/"PFr/l2h33, FptI'P 

3 0-1-7 5 it? 'JT^TI ^ ?T61 f^r irTT «TT ftr Ttfor 

ttP? 5?! f?r*T 1 5 f??t Jr rRj?7: Tm? ?5rrTT fr 33^?! rTTrO" 
ttJ 3T? tTTI^^ W ^TTETTt Tt 7^ 'FT'T 3 TTT ■snf^ Ffr 
^ ^TT ^ rsTKt W ttJ I ^ 33% TTR^T ’Tt ttttItwT 
Jr Ft? I 4-2-75 ?rT vlr fWT W I 

3. 3TTfsFfT TTHTir fT?»K Jifer 3(3 IR 3?r sfl^ 3^ ^[Rr 3^ 
g^TT ^ *fh: 3n3 Jr W fTTtrffr? im R?0fr ^ ft i 
Rf*fTTT7T ’^331^ Jr FlJ Uf'RO fM*T tJ Tfl !?frf 3qfFiT?r 3ff 
^ ft I 

4 %rol?^3Wftl J 3rR*r TT 'R'rft-'iTtfJ FTm? 3rT Frt ft 

3tTjT ^ FtiJ? T7 ft 33 tT TTAirfl 

24 4/2, rOfr'rTT fJfrR? f3?3V JriT^ 3 3377? f3??r3 3tfbFT 
!fT 333 T^tT'tJ 3?f fcrr ft wtfjr 33jr TTiT 3ftf 3jr 3313 
Jr ferJ 3ftV ft I 

5 (ro^fl 'TrfJ^rrstft Jr 3t f ® »f;?T rtt ft 333?! eirm if 
wr ?ra'l?T7T|tjTfl 35^ ft fjr fJWTift? 7^ TrT fiw 

^ grfftj' ITT WRTTT WSIRT^ 33 fiR' 3Tft =3TfftJ I ?3 FtJ, 
RVmTOjftR TTTW (fJjTTT) WtJtTT, 1 9 5 5, fcrwr T-n-lOSSlft 
tTTTT, 9 33-tnTT (3) 531 5 T??t xrFmrJ 33 aRW grr 

3T^3?T TTrSiJK RTT^STTT 7^ ?rft ft I 

[Jw : fr Tft Tfl- ?TTf rT3 f/'13T-3/CT (TR- 7 S/jJ^Tr/lFT rfT Ci? WTT/ 

TT^/«FI3] 

ORDER 

S.O. 2584. — The following licences for the import of Ball 
Bearincs etc., non-bamicd and non-restricted type were issued 
to M/s. Filco Industiics, 244/2 Hari Kiishan Bldg. Delhi 
Road, Meerut ; 

1. P/S/1758321 dated 4-8-72 for Rs 5000/- 

2. P/S/1758522 dated 4-8-72 for Rs. 5000/- 

2. Thereafter a Show Cause Notice No. DCCl<feE/F-3 /AM- 
75 /ENF/NBNR/AU/KAN/ 12633, dated 30-1-75 was issued 
to them asking to show cause within fifteen days of (he 
date of receipt of notice as to why the said licences in their 
favour should not be cancelled on the ground that the same 
were issued inadvertently. They were also given 14-2-75 for 
peisonal hearing of their matter. 

3. No reply to the above said notice has been received so 
far and time stipulated for reply has CKpiicd. No one has 
also appeared for personal hearing on the date fixed for the 
purpose. 

4. The undersigned has carefully considered the matter and 
has come to the conclusion that the said M /s. Filco Industries, 
244/2 Hari Kishan Bid. Delhi Road, Meerut have not replied 
to the notice and have not tinned up for personal hearings 
as they have no defence to uige iu the matter 

5. Having regard to what has been said in the preceding 
paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise lendcrcd inell'ective. 
Therefore, the undersigned in exeici.c of the powers 
vested in him under clause 9 sub-clause (a) of the Imports 
(Control) Order, 1955, dated 7-12-1955 as amended hereby 
cancels the above said licences. 

INo DCC1&E/F-3 /AM-75/ENF/NBNR/AU/KANI 

wriw 

•PToWTo 2 3 8 5.- -TTTf’tfr TWt TmfTW, +IH'i,7 TT ftT-fh^Er, 

frr TFwfhR fJiTrff Jr tntrftRT n'ETt ftirt wl 5 TjafrjtT 'dR'fl Jr 
sputd Jt fJrJ fitHp-ifftlrl Sfirr fjrj J’ : — 

1 Jf/tTp/ 17603 58 PrN? 1 1 - 1-73 TTCT S.OOOPo 


1(1/071/1 7603 5 9 1^131 1 1-1-73 TfW 5,000Po 

2 PPJt 'imirf TT TTRI (pJ^JTP PtlJR P(, gl pt ifr ■Plf 
PSTf/pl-.l/rr rTp-7 5/pNT/07t rf) rrp PR/p^/spTp/l 2636, fJPTPr 

3(i-i-75PP3ft fjrpr TfpT «n fjr p'tfep ift jnFp 

sft fpfp J' 1 5 ftpT ij PtpT- PFR PTfTT pprt Ifrtt ipj 

P 3 P PTtlPP ^ OTPR p 7 7^ 3 ?/l p TT Jft fJ J 

4i 6‘ Pt'J PP ft" I 'd'ft FPJt PTTpJ pit ®pfJP7R Jr 

fJlP 14-2-75 3P fjp lit fJpT PPT PT I 

3 PPPPP *ri ^'4 fp^JlP PlEu PP PR US’ '4n 7. PTR 

^MI ft pJ T, aril ^ J fptjtfTR TtPP surOn ^ ft ( 

trUppp p/rp^ Jr (Jr (pItrp fftfp pit pt pfp^ ^3PfJ«TP pftt 

gPTT ft I 

4 xrtTi^enittTTt ft 4 Ifift PT Pi'O-pifft fjRTT PF pTPf ^ 

Pjftt 5P fft4p Tl ft fpr ppp pft-sft spJtT P»4tT% 

PTRFtP, PTPJT ft PTFF fftpiTR fttlftP prT TPfJfft ulfl 

ftpr ft ppifJt rjp Jr qrp prftf fpft rpR % W pftt ft i 


5. (P^ pftftpTOt ft fttfHiPrWTPPTft pppft WTR ft 
T<at |p 5Pft?cnsFt pgse ft ftr fftppnftp tri^ pf fftj 
rsTlft 'PTfftft pr PT7PPT 'HUPRt PTT fttr Pflft rPTffti/ I 

pprftintfsR sTTPR (rpPd'Ti) inftiTT. 1955 , fftrtpr 7 - 12 - 5 S pft 
«nTr 9 , rsp-aiFT (t/) itft rptt ^rFr'fTp'f pp spftp prs^t pr 

rjp^Pir vtTfftr mptflFT 7^ fftft PTlft ft I 

[jmr • ¥t ftt ftr Ttni ft? tT’T-7.5/rp)/ttP aft tor ptk/ 

TTTJ/PTR] 


ORDER 


S.O. 2585. — The following import licences for the import of 
Natural Essential Oils & Aromatic Chemicals non-banned and 
non-restricted type were issued to M/s. Ganesh Tambacu 
Kaiyalaya, Kanpur : — 

1. P/S/1760358 dt. 11-1-73 for Rs. 5,000/- ^ 

2. P/S/1760359 dt. 11-1-73 for Rs. 5,000/- 

(2) Thcicafter a Show Cause Notice No. DCC1&E/G-3/ 
AM-7.5/ENF/NBNR/AU /KAN/12636, dated 30-1-75 was 
issued to them asking to show cause within fifteen days of the 
date of receipt of notice as to why the said licences in their 
favour should not be cancelled on the ground that Ihe same 
were issued inadvertently. They were also given 14-2-75 
for personal hearing of their mattci. 

(3) No leply lo the above said notice has been received 
so far and time stipulated for reply has expired. No one has 
also appeared for personal hearing on the date fixed for the 
purpose. 

(4) The undersigned has carefully considered the matter and 
has come to the conclusion that the said M /s. Ganesh 
Tambacu Karyalaya, Kanpur have not replied to the notice 
and have not turned up for personal hearing as they have no 
defence to urge in the matter 

(5) Having regard to what has been said in the preceding 
paragraphs tho undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise render ed ineffective. 
Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of the powers vested 
in him under clause 9, sub-clause (a) of the Imports (Control) 
Order 1955, dated 7-12-1955 as amended hereby cancels the 
above said licences, 

[No. DCCI&E/G-3/AM-75/ENF/NBNR/AU/KAN] 
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snSw 

Ttomo 23 80 . — ^ % 
'TRT fwr q=Jrw7TrnT ifp- ^-srfinrPtra' ^^rfrir 

% % Pw pT'^PrPirs ^ — 

1. TJ/iT^T/iysHsetVOrw 5-9-72 ijfq- 5,000^0 

3. 'fj/tTff/ 17 58870 5-9-72 2,500^)0 

2. TV/TTr/ 1 7 .5 8 8 7 1 pT^ 5-9-72 2,500 

2. ^ rrr >0T7Tir jr?mfr wstt ^ Ht wi^ 

tjlf 15607 , 

6-2-7 5 ^ 0^ kO fip "PT^ SfaWt ^lO’ 

TR^fr ^ ^fT?: 15 % 'rfPTT ipTCnr ^tr fsp nw if 

uTRt P(R PTi^^'iT w tfTfiTT'n: ^ 7^ »frr Ho 

3TT# ^Tf|3r H T ^ ^srrft’ «pt fw ttS- q- 1 375 
7>r ®rPfWT % ftr? PrPf 21-2-75 "pi 

H^T 'ff PfRT w m I 

;i ijw ^iTTw irPT 5r*fr fi'P Tirt ste^ 

snfy jppr ?■ tik % fpR HafHfT %r^ij tt'w ?t "tJ 

I I iRpsR ^ fpR' pRpT PrPr ^fr ^nfif^tiTpr ijiRif 

% »ft- OTpiiPT TTfO |*rr t 1 

4. WETtimTrsrff ^ iTTirA 'ffpp-vrrH th'?! > 4 n: pft t ptH 

q7:tfg^ ^ pR«fr im ifr^t^r ^ p?? «fr 

'mr, Htptt ^^rf'jiTPrjrp ^ 9777 ^pt Jrr'iPp % Prt 

j® inft iJTfPr ^ 'PTTar ^(TRt ij^r % srpr *pif 

>3^7: Hr ^ prtT % Prt 33fp«f3 ir^r 

> I 

5 ^T< Tt' Tfl^rjfr ^ 3r> fSF RTfiTT IRT S, 3% ER^ if 
ftr wtffSRT^TTT t H HTinffTTr prrf#*r r^ ?r«Rr 
wsnrrPnr HH 3R RrHt 1 ?>TfpT^, Erar^pRiiTtt' wm pfirtftr^ 
RR3 (H4i3^) ?pHw, 19.55 HffPP 7-1 2-1 955 aKT 

9, 3<T-HRr (o) % ffirntcr JRtT WrfRTTrf R 5T3R % 

im 3W fit Tf ^?RT I I 

[pfw ; # at 3t nrf 33 f/uft- s/o 33-7 5 /?r:/73 ^ 33 wrc/ 

33/9331 

ORDER 

S.O. 2586 — The following impoit licenees of fliill-bcarings 
etc. non-banncd niid non-rcstiicted type weie issued to hi s. 
Gupta Engiiieciing Works, Near Bus Stand, Mhanpur, DisK. 
Muzaffarnagar : — 

1. P/S/1758869 dl. 5-9-72 I'oi Ks, 5,000/- 

2. P/S/1758870 dt. 5-9-72 for Rs. 2,500/- 

3. P/S/1758S71 dt, 5-9-72 for Rs. 2.500,^- 

(2) Thereafter a Show Cause Notice No. DCCI&E/G-5/ 
AM-75/ENF/NBNR/AU/KAN/I5607, dated 6-2-75 was 
issued to them asking to show cause within fifteen days of 
the date of icceipt of notice as to why the said licences in 
their favotii should not be cancclicd on the giound that Iht 
same were issued inadvertently. They were also given 21-2-75 
for personal hearing of their inattei, 

(3) No reply to the above said notice has been icceivcd 
so far and time stipulated for reply has expired. No one has 
also appeared for personal hcaiing on the date fixed for the 
purpose. 

H) The undersigned has carefully considered the mallet 
and has come to the conclusion that the said M/s. (iiipta 
Engineering Works, neai Hus Stand, Miianpur, Muzaffainagar 
have not icpiied to the notice .ind have not turned up foi 


pcnsonnl heaving as they have no defence to uige in the 
mutter. 

(5) Having icgard to what has been said in the preceding 
paragiaphs the undeisigned is satisfied lhat the licences in 
question should he cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffeclivc, 
Therefore, the undersigned in exorcise of the powers vested 
m him under clause 9, sub-clause (a) of the Imports (Conl- 
lol) Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955 as amended hereby cancels 
the alxtve said licences. 

[No. DCC1&E/G-5/AM/ENF/NBNR/AU/KAN] 

ittTTO 

ipTo?TTo 2 3 8 7 33=31 331 TI RtHlT, 373 Tl 

iR-TfpRflyTr Sgp Pl^'r 331771 3lf3 3 PIRIT % f 33 
lWl3 P3lsP3 W 33 «1 — 

1. 31 / 33 / 1 761 978 f3313i .')l)-J-7.1 333 5,00 0 po 

2 '11/33/1761979 133131 50-,5-733;33 5,0003.t 

2 3='T173T3 133 331 33713 33T3'1 gRTl 333T ?1 3l 3l' Wit 
37 Vt1-«/3 33 - 75 / 3 = 31/03 33 ?n7/3^/333/T26JH, l33f37 

.10-1-7.5 33 3T7l3il iH «fl 13733731 Rmfl P|7P31 313lfl 

3 (3377 15 HtI ^ ' 3 I 37 33731 RTT3 137 33% 313 ^1 rII 
1313 33 7333 TTWtIi 'll 73 RhR 37 331 3 7^ 377 H3T 
Timr Rfg-ir H 3 'f3 % 3 it1 373 Ht 33‘ ^l 1 i57| 
33% 3133 If 53133=13 3;33H % 1=33 HtR’ 14-2-75 'O f33 
*fl P3lT3 f>113T 331 31 I 

.1 333 3373 33T3T g/331 % 5ll3 Will 3*3 %lf 3TR fflR 
Tgl J3 T I wIt 37fT ^3 % fvH f33tfT3 33fil 33331 ?> 3f 
S I 33 33133 % frH 1333 f3f3 37l '3f<f333 g3 3lf % 

f33 3l 331733 3^ g-31 t ' 

4 33lp3TW7l % 313% 37fl-'3lf3 313 33 pfl f 3 T 7 

?3 3f 77113 37 TJTT t 33‘iTl 331 ^7f7J33' 3373>- 

>33, 37S % 313 tlT 313% 3 3T3 3313 % f ® 3^ 

S', 53133 37 ? 1% 333 3403 33131 7(331 % tH 31 I 1 I 3717 
3^ HtT t 3*17 S 3 I 3333 =^3TH % 133“ 33^33 3#1 ^ ^ I 

5. 3137 %1 37f357T7n 3 31 ffj 33131 3R Jl, 3% 9313 % 
=rg?l giT 33t,p73T5T7l 33r7 P H f333r3l3 7^ 3331 

3331133 1373 313 3T%% I 53133, 3313f3rllTfl 33T 3Wll33 
31313 {f337f0l) wHtI, 19 5.5 133147 7- 1 2-1 9.55 %! 3173 9%! 
31-3T7T ( 3 ) T 5T3P13 JRvT 3t'JT17'l '13 3313 T7 53% 
fHl 333 3T533I %! fpern P I 

[3031 fr 'Ir 31 31^' nU ^/sf!- s/3 33-7 5 / 579 ;/ 
33 3l 1/3 317/3 3/*133] 

ORDhR 

S.O. 2587, — Ihc following licences iui the imporl of J'appcr 
Rollei he.umgi etc. nou-bariiicJ and non-icstntled lype wcic 
issued to M /s. Gaiig.i mduslnnl toipoiation, Meerut ■ — 

I P/.S/l 761978 dl 30 3-73 foi Rs. 5000/- 

2. P/S/1761979 dt 30-3-73 foi Rs. 5000/- 

(2) Thereafter a Show Cause Notice No. DCCIAE/G -8 / 
AM-75/CNi /NHNR/AU/KAN/1263K, dated 30-1-75 was 
issued 10 Ihcm asking to show cause wilhiii fifteen days of 
the dale of receipt of uolice us to why the said licences in 
Iheii favour should not be cancelled on the gi’otmd lhat the 
same wcic issued inadveriently. They weie also given 14-2-75 
toi pci’Minal healing of thcii nniltci. 
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3. No reply to the above said notice has been received so issued to them asking to show cause within fifteen days of the 

far and time stipulated for reply has expired. No one has date of receipt of notice as to why the said licences in their 

also appeared for personal hearing on the date fixed for the favour should not be cancelled on the ground that the same 

purpose. were issued inadvertently. They were also given 14-2-75 for 

personal hearing of their matter. 

(4) The undersigned has carefully considered the matter 

and has come to the conclusion that the said M/s. Gangu (3 ) nq reply to the above said notice has been received so 

Industrial Corporation, Meerut have not replied to the notice f„,- and time stipulated for reply has expired. No one has 

and have not turned up for personal hearing they have no also appeared for personal hearing on the date fixed for the 

defence to urge in the matter. purpose. 


(5) Having regard to what has been said in the preceding 
para^aphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffective, 
therefore, the undersigned in exercise of the powers vested in 
him under Clause 9 Sub-clause (a) of the Imports (Control) 
Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955 as amended hereby cancels the 
above said licences, 

[No. DCC1&E/G-8 /AM-75 /EN b' /NBNR /AU /K ANl 

Vtin 

VioWo 25 88. — nT^spr TPTT’: 

^ : — 

1. 'ft/tTR/ 1 7 6 3 4 8 2 ftiPP 29-8-73 24000 ?£> 

2. 'fr/Trr/uoofHi frrtT 29-8-73 RW 24000^0 

2 ^ "T "FTTir wnxfr ftw fl # ml 

tri |/5fr-9/>T tr*r-7.5/^/t^ 4) gri mr/tr ^[/TFT/ 1 2 63 9 
30-1-75 ^ qf qf fifT >677311 mrmtgqqT qlt 

TTTigi q 15 fqqf % sflTT: >617311 apiR It qiq # 
iSTTfl frq >1^ ^ q '6T fW TIRT qifg^ 

rfiT 97 : It # gr ^ mfr tt ftir q 1 ^ 

qrtt% Jr jqfqqqTi gqqrl % fqq fqqtr 14-2-75 ti 

fqq ifr wlTW fqqT qqr qi 1 

3 . >399 >61739 qimrt gqir srfq mql nr T'rf tttt: qra 

q?l |xiT I 37TT fTtrffrq mrfq qqisq It q| 

^ I gq qqtqq % fqqq fqfq Tt iqfifqqq gqqrf % 

Tt| It qqftqq 9^ jm ^ I 


(4) The undersigned has carefully considered the matter 
and has come to the conclusion that the said M/s. Govjnd 
Sizing Factory, Kanpur have not hearings they have no de- 
fence to urge in the matter. 

(5) Having regard to what has been said in the preceding 
paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffective, 
ihcreforc, the undersigned in exercise of the powers vested 
in him under clause 9 sub-clause (a) of the Imports tControl) 
Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955 as amended hereby cancels 
the above said licences. 


[No, DCC1&E/G-9 /AM-75 /ENF/NBNR/AU /KAN] 

min 

momo 25 89.-71111 7j>7rr |3flfqqi% Tzqlr, gigq tIt, 
qifqqiqra Tt ff7:-fqqq q7:-afqqfqni qpq iqfTTi mfq % mTnn 
T ftit fqrqfiTfinT qiw'q qi i : — 


1. 'ft/itq/i 7 60 374 ffrqlT 1 1-1-73 giiq 20,000 qo 

2. 'fl/gq/i 7603 7 5 ftqtr 11-1-73 >jw 20,000 qo 

2. qTqrqig q>=f gr Ti73q iiquft gmir Tim #11111 ml 
ff»|/ll-12/T:r (771-7 5/67T/i7q H mr/ff JlfVtH /l5e09fqqt>6 
6-2-75 q? Iff mir tI q| >#1 fr TRiq timll gqqr q?r 
TiqTfl % ^ 15 firt % fflqT: trt q^nff’ fit 3rq% qrq 
I mfl frq qi ott ttiTtW tfr qql q tiI Tt fqqi mm 
mffi *tl7: qq rntiiT: tt: fir i gq 71 mil M qi *l 1 

qqi; 73713%- % uqfqqqq gqqrl it fqi fqqfr 21-2-75 

>61 fqq H fUrq fitqT qm m 1 


4. mffiFrrqfl i 73313% n qTfr-qlfq ^ q)| qVq 

671 qfqqriq qq q|qT | fqr qi'll qHim Tmffmi >19^, 

tr^t: % TTTi 69 73313 % % xrqq qmq t firi jw q#! t, 
67ifTq m^ii TTT *qi 04 qqiqi gqqi % qfq ti| qnq q|l 
fqqi t 51^^ -qtfHdqd gqqil % ftiq Tifiqq t^i ^31 | 1 

5. 3737 qfl «t>fi‘+'i'M'f i m 5^ qqrqi qm |, 3% sqiq % 
776% Iff wq'Tjffqrwfr Tig^ I f >6 fqqquftff mriTi qqqi 
mrmfqTi fri ml mfiq 1 67ifTq, qm|Fqr»r% qqiTmifqq 

*3333333 ,([ 33 !^) *33i7r, ISsS-fqqtT 7-13-1955 If fflTT 9 

ijq-mm (ff) >6 mqqq qqn tt qq'iq >67: 671 % 

im 369 7116^711 Td 7g >677n ^ I 


3. qqn TlTTq qtnxfl g-4nl it 6fn qH TT >6l| 3T1 7 ac-n 

q|T |m I qk tjqrq ii % f%i fqtjffR qqfq 737369 Jl 
q| I I 69 qqrmr it fiii fqqq fqfq qfr mfiqqTr gq^itl 

% fqri Tit qi 9T3%ii33r qff gqi | i 

4. qalirnwH i qrqJi t 1 qisfl-qtfq artr tt: %) | 

qlr 69 qlinq tt: qiqr ^ fr gfit Triqfl ffRi 
IlfUqf Tq To, gig* -qlf, >iif%qTTi4 it qw 69 9773% i qqi 
qqrr it firi fw 9|fl 69f9i 9n ^fivn qrmft gm 

it qftr tH 9T7: q|l fqqi ^ qk sqfrnRi gqqrl it f%i 
991799 qf! Iff ^ 1 


[73991 H 79 9"! qll ff3 l/H-H/ff ff9-7 5/VT/ff9 H ffq qn/ff^/ 

Tiq] 

ORDER 

S.O. 2588. — The following licences Cor Ihe import of Dyes 
Intermediates non-banned non-restricted type were issued to 
M/s. Govind Sizing Factoiy, Kanpur, 

1, P/S/1763K42 dt. for 29-8-73 for Rs. 24000/- 

2, P/S/1763483 dt. 29-8-73 for Rs. 24000/- 

(2) Thcieaftcr a Show Ctiusc Notice No. DCCI&E/C-9/ 
AM-75/ENF/NBNR/AU/'KAN/T2639 dated 30-1-75 was 


5. 3197 8fr Tfqmql i H mnm 7791 9% sqrq % 

TTt Iff qql|79Tsr% 7ig>9: | fit fwrrtfiq ttnriq qqm 

qqqilim fri ml mfii 1 nqfiri, qilfieoiwlf qm Tmtlmi 
qiqi9 (fqqmq) qilw, 1955 RrIt 7-12-55 qra 9 
TT-qFT (ff) it v-q4 q qqq qflTirf Ti srilq tt; 69% iRi 
999 91617% %i 7| Tim ^ I 

[9^91 It TflTfl q,tffq l/5fl-12/ff ffq 75/6tT/ff9 H ffq 

ql7:/ffff/TT9] 
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ORDER 

S.O. 2589. — The following licences foi' the import of Ball- 
Bearings etc. non-banned and non-restricted type were issued 
to M/s. Gupta Engineering Co. Hapur Road, Ghazinbad. 

1. P/S/1760374 dated 11-1-73 for Rs, 20000/- 

2. P/S/1760375 dated 11-1-73 for Rs. 20000/- 

2. Thereafter a Show Cause Notice No. DCCI&E/G-12/ 
AM-75/ENF/NBNR/AU/KAN/I5609 dated 6-2-75 was 
issued to them asking to show cause within fifteen days of the 
date of receipt of notice as to why the said licences in then- 
favour should not be cancelled on the ground that the sajnc 
were issued inadvertently. They were also given 21-2-75 for 
personal hearing of their matter. 

3. No reply to the above said notice has been received so 
far and time stipulated for reply has expired. No one has 
also appeared for personal hearing on the date fixed for the 
purpose. 

4. The undersigned has carefully considcied the mallet 
and has come to the conclusion that the said M/s. Giipta 
Engineering Co., Hapur Road, Ghaziabad have not replied to 
the notice and have not turned up for personal hearings they 
have no defence to urge in the matter. 

5. Having regard to what has been said in the preceding 
para^aphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled for otherwise rendered inefleciive. 
Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of the powers vested in 
him under clause 9 sub-clause (a) of the Imports (Conirol) 
Order 1955 dated 7-12-1955 as amended hereby cancels the 
above said licences. 

[No. DCCI&E/G-12/AM-75/ENF/NBNR/AU/KANJ 

wtin 

25 90.- TPTO, tlijl Til 

% fliij fn fia tt 

WfFf tit ^ : — 

1. eft/trtr/ 1 7 5 9 5 1 0 26-10-72 tJW 22,.16 0 

2. 'fr/trtr/ 17.59.5 1 1 fipTlTt 26-10-72 22,460 5° 

3. 'ft/tlW/ 17 605 1 7 fSTTir IS- 1-73 ^ 29,985 tfo 

4- 'fl/lH/ 17 605 I sftqTTT 1 8-1-73^ 1 4, 992^0 

5. Tf/tTH/ 17 605 18 18-1-73^ 14,902 ^0 

2 . 4tRtT ^ixft ttwr ^ tfl tfl 

nh’-ys/^n^/tpr iff tnTXtR/'tl ^/<frT4/ 1 2 642 
3 0-1-7 5 til ^TRI ^ of *ft pft fTRyt tfit 

"TT^ ^ 15 ^ '■frOT 40334 ^dTtj fiTT ^34% 4TU 

^f I /i Pt»8 O-q- tTTTttltf ^ 441 4 3^ 4R f44T ^tRT 
tfR t3t| qrtjn: tt ftr ^ tjT % ^rr/l 473 it3' ^ 1 

734 % >TT4% tir »tTr>PFPt ^ fsrq 14 - 2-75 44 
»ff Wfftrt ftWT W =41 I 

3- 40334 ifrflStl ^ srFtt Wvff IRT 4ttt glOT 

4^ jxn- ^ 41^ wt: ^ % fir? frufftT 4r4fsr ttet el ot 
^ I tnfhjpt % fhod 44 ^ 

4frl »ft 4 ^ i^ I 

4. xrtftsprrwfr 4 414 % 4 if 4 # wifr 7444 413; iff ^ ttk 

^4 4fP4T4 43: 4^44 | fV Jtt'sff tffTTT 4444, 4^13453- 

% 414 ^4 4T4Sr if 4474 % f44 ft? 4^ jl, T4F4^ 

444 54314 40141 ^447 ^ 4f4 443; 4^ tett | 

44f4444 g44r^ % f4^ 44ft44 4^ gtr | | 


5- STR ^ 4l444Xff ^ 4t jivji 44T47 447 4% 5474 

33S^ go 4tft^44r<irfi 4^ ^ fr fqWtfR 41 it)' 4 3 ^ 4441 
44471^ f44 4T4 4Tft4 I ?4f4^, 4(fl^«Eh' 447 44^44 
47474 (f44'tl'J|) STT^, 19.55 14414 7-1 2-1 955 4T37 9 

44-4737 (tr) ^ 44144 5744 STfijTR't 54 44/4 4R?4 /t SRT 
444 4 1 H^4f Tf 3r^ 4R4T t. I 
[ 4447 : ilo rfro 4/0 4^ 

4/0 1 T 40 ^stko/ito !j-o/ifrr4o] 


ORDER 

S.O. 2590. — The following licences for the impoit of Ball 
bearings etc. non-banned non-restricted were issued to 
M/s. Gita Pumps Saharanpur, 

I. P/S/1759510 dt. 26-10-72 foi Rs. 22,460. 

2. P/S/175951 I dl. 26-10-72 for Rs, 22,460. 

3. lVS/1760517 d(. 18-1-73 for Rs. 29,985. 

4. P/S/17605 19 dt. 18-1-73 for Rs. 14,992. 

5. P/S/1760518 dt. 18-1-73 for Rs. 14,992. 

(2) Therealler a Show Cause Notice No. DCCl&H/G. 10/ 
AM-75/Enf/NBNR/AU /Kan/12642 dt. 30-1-75 was issued to 
them asking to show cause within fifteen days of the date, of 
leceipt of notice as to why the .said licences in their favour 
should not be cancelled on the ground that the same were 
issued inadvertently. They were also given 14-2-1975 for 
personal hearing of their matter. 

i(3) No reply to the above siad nolicc has been received so 
iar and time stipulated foi’ reply has expired. No one has also 
appeared foi personal hearing on the date fixed foi the purpose. 

(4) The undersigned has carefully considered the maltcr and 
hnj come to the conclusion that the said M/s. Gita Pumps 
Saharanpur have nol replied to the notice and have not turned 
up for peisonal hearings they have uo defence to urge in the 
matter. 

(5) Having regard to what has been said in the preceding 
paiagraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffective. 
Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of the powers vested 
in him under clause 9 sub-clause (a) of the Imports (Control) 
Order 1955 dated 7-12-1955 as amended heicby cancels the 
above said licences, 

[No. DCC1&E/G-20-AM-75/ENF/NBNR/AU/KAN] 
!77«ri4 


4:10 Wto 25 91, — 474 %?73 4/4, 4''J37 f/ ^T- 
[444 fl3;-gf4^£r4 34474/ xfk 344 4E43''7l % 41414 % f/pf 

t434Mar4 475477 TTllR fel ffir 4 . — 

1. fflo/trfl-o/iyGJ 191 faRR :iU-8-75 If47 5000-4^. 

2 4 ) 0 / 440/1763492 f44R 30-8-75 474 5000.-4o 

2. 4474474 43 ? 445 44374 4474) ^447 4447 fff 4 / 

37ti 44^ 2/4 4,4 7 5/T4t;/44^ 44 jn Jj/tTR/ , 5 felR 

2[ 3-12-7 5 4^ yiR Jff 3431 3 / 4^ 47 fe TT34T 4474/ ^|;44r 
^ 4144) & TR 15 [ 44 / ^ 4/43 4434 4474 [47 44 /: 474 4 

if ^ttfr f/pf 44 , ^4 olTi'ffTr/ 4"/ 44 / 4 4R fctT Tr4T 

4\/3 OT mSTR 43 E: 4 'vJT if TfRV TR f/rr 141 

4 I 47 ^ 44% 3TT4tT if "ilf43Fr4 7J447^ % frip 144747 1 7-1 2-74 
44 ■sft 34fip4 f454T 447 47 I 
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3. srmiTt ^ Rfw ssnfV bto 

^ 5W I wk Prvff^ ’RnRT ijt 

1 1 !Rp3r^ % PPKT PtPt *irf^fnr?f gwf % 

^1^ '(ft ^(T^T <T^ gw ^ I 

4. (fftft^TCTT?rIt % irm^ ^ wft-«Ttftr (stK jir ^ t tfR 

^ mN'IIM (R ^ (l4'-fl ?TW %WT W'T, 

% qro w wr^ ff ^ Pw 

gipv irnw aramt 4r irPr (pt^ 'jwt forr I 

strfJRT'rer 4? fwt 'SRftwr ^ 5^1 t' 

5. ^iTT ^ Sf 'aft RT WR ft 

S't w*fi^4flraRt ti^'‘i ^ ftwnwN iinfiti wirt 

wrwPR (4 14 I wft^^flisTft ^*Tr ^^rfiR 

*TRRr (Prtw) WR?r, lass PHtr 7 - 1 ' 2- 1955 >tt strt 9 
'3'T-tnXT (it) % (URipr !t'RT vrfwRl w srPt TT W ^ IRT 
IJT?! WR^Pt 1RW ^ I 

[Wrr — #to ^fto Wfo t.R^o/t^'To-2/croRr<i.7 6/^o/ 
tHfo flto triTo ITRo/tTo ^o/rtTo] 


ORDER 

S.O. 2S91. — The following licences for the import of 
Chemicals and Dyes Intermediates non-banned and non rest- 
ricted type were issued to M/s, Hiralul Kedar Nath, 
Mathuia. 

1. P/S/17634yi dt, 30-8-75 for Rs, 5,000. 

2. P/S/1763490 dt. 30-8-75 for Rs. 5,000. 

(2) Thereafter a Show Cause Notice No, DCC1&E/H-2/AM- 
75/ENF/NBNR/AU/KAN/5 dated 2/3-12-74 was issued to 
them asking to show anise within fifteen days of the date of 
receipt of notice as to why the said licences in their favour 
should not be cancelled on the ground that the same were 
issued inadventently. They aic also given 17-12-1974 for 
personal hearing of their matter. 

(3) No reply to the above said notice has been received so 
far and time stipulated for reply has expired. No one has also 
appeared for personal hearing on the date fixed for the purpose. 

(4) The undersigned has carefully considered the matter 
and has come to the conclusion that the said M/s. Hira Lai, 
Kedar Nath, Mathura have not replied to the notice and have 
not turned up for personal hearings they have no defence to 
urge in the matter. 

(5) Having legard to what has been said m the preceding 
paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rcndeied inelTective. 
Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of the powers vested 
in him under clause 9 sub-clause (a) of the Imports (Control) 
Order 1955 dated 7-12-1955 as amended hereby cancels the 
above said licences. 

[No. DCC1&E/H-2/AM-75/EN F /NBNR/AU/KANl 

WTO Wo 2592.— it'I’tfr fTjfwT wtrVPipt, ?lFr, 

uft o 0 Tfffj TTTf^rrrP4TT W) ftT-ffTTET fl’^-ald^lfftiu fSafsM xitF^ % 
qiUM4> Ptt pTRTprPf^r wnfPtr Pro irn it ■ — 

1. 'ffo/rRo/iybOieu PrTW 2 B-I 2-72 tJFI 7795/-tro 
2 Tfo/t:pi,/i7601fil 2fi-12-72 WW 7795/-¥o 

3. dCMV-qid WRIT d d I Pi I oPd I Tfo rffo rffo xirlo 

TT 'fo/T^o-a/tTo nTTo yS/RTto/niTo aflo 9^“ ?rRo/no iJo/ifTRo/ 
17 0 0 8 fcrPF I J- 2- 7 5 IR gT 'STRf W) TT^ iff pT 'PRif 4dlPl 

g;WTT wt Tmt fl Pwx 15 pTPt PPR =rRnt ^TTK; fw ^ 


TUT if 'Jtrfr Put TT TTT W> 4^1 T 4R 

of In Ttlr ^TT WtTR TT fw T sjtT IT 'tlfO 4R fTT 

TT % I TUTP if ■MiPfilhd % pFI 28-2- 

7 5 WT Put Pt TafljR fwTT IRT STT I 


3 '34T fTRT imxft ^[TTT % ITPt Wpt TW Wtf 'JrR 5TRT 
QW ^ Ills, tSo r. ^ ftt PtT pTttffcr SrPt TTtTRT (j) 

^ I t(TT IrIj I H % PtT PRT PtPt Wt RffTTR ^/RTtf pR, 

»ft '3TftvR gXTT S I 

4 STtft^TTTTflRV P HIHif TT^-HTpT olTT 4R rif ^ kAT 

W 'TfRTUT TT 4gW | fw ^Iw Tlpfl 'TRT W 

TUT^ if (tirP TTR %PpT f® 'TW WTW 

•fditi) ^-sdl ^ StPt sfli 3TR pRT ^ vl 4 STPlddd T/RT^ 
% PrtT t3TpW Tl^f 5P t I 

5. 37R 4^1 wfirwrtft if eft ^15 •sci 19 1 tRT j^, 'S^ S9 n ^ 
135% WfnpRTWff Tf^ t Pp frWtfpT ttr^ffd W<RT 
TnRnfrrPRT arr^ '^ttPu; wr TfwfpR wttr 

(fiRWiT) 1955 toftw 7-1 2-1955 wrWlT 9 OT-ttTiT ( T ) 

WrUpt JRTT <TfirWRJ WT 5R>T 4R W ^ ATT UTT W5%lft 
Wt T^ 5RTT ^ I 

[flWI — tflo Tffo TTfo qr^o 1^ ^o/i;^Wo-4/To T*I“"75/ 
o )t[-T o %f 0 TTo STRo/T® iJ^o^Hildo) 


ORDER 

S.O. 2592. — ^The following licences for the import of Ball 
bearings etc. non-banned and non restricted type were issued 
to M/s. Hercules Engineering Corporation, Bcmjha, O. T. 
Road, Clhaziabad. 

1, P/S/1760160 dt. 28-12-72 for R.s. 7795. 

2. P/S/1760161 dt. 28-12-72 for Rs. 7795. 

(2) Thereafter a Show Cause Notice No. DCCIAE/H-4/ 
AM-75/ENF/NBNR/AU/KAN/17008 dated 13-2-75 was 
issued to them asking to show cause wthin fifteen days of the 
date of receipt of notice as to why the said licences in their 
favour should not be cancelled on the ground that the same 
were issued inadvertently. They were also given 28-2-75 for 
personal hearing of their matter. 

(13) No reply to the above siad notice has been received so 
fai and time stipulated for reply has expired. No one has also 
appeared for personal hearing on the date fixed for the purpose. 

(4) The undersigned ha.s carefully considered the matter and 
has come to the conclusion lhat the said M/s Hercules Engi- 
neering Corpn. Clhaziabad have not replied to the notice and 
have not turned up for peiTional hearings they have no defence 
to urge in the matter. 

(5) Having regard to what has been said in the preceding 
paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences In 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffective. 
Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of the powers vested 
in him under clause 9 sub clause (a) of the Tmpoifs fControl) 
Order 1955 dated 7-12-1955 as amended hereby cancels the 
above said licences. 

[No. DCCI&E/H-4/AM-75/ENF/NBNR/AU/KAN) 

WTWT 

WToWo 25 9 3. — TTT'Jt PtRfR mjf;TTT%, 10H/3U%fWT'R 
WTTTT 4% ffr-pRST ffr-TllTTfriR siliiPls-i %TT % ’Hfiild % fTT 

fTRprfWT TTTpTT PRt TT % — 

( 1 ) >flo/tnT“/l7(i,)449 fTTIW 24-8-7.) TJR 5000 To 

( 2 ) 'fro/p.TTo/l 7G34 50 pHHi 24-8-73 .5000 To 
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2 - wr^ofo/ 

TT^o-y/iTo r^o vs/'T^j/ cr .^0 sfTo nq-o ttro/po ^o/Trqo / 1 an 1 .1 
fjprir 301-75 5 rrA* 5 l qf *fl fr qnrw qqmt 

gw ^ 'nqtfr ^ 1 5 ftq’t ^ '(Itqc qTRnr qqnr fr ^ 

^ w *r ^ qtj; ;jw wnM wt q 7^ ^ fw ^riqi 
MT% ^ WTT Tc q 'fr ^r srrft tr qir er 1 

Rq% HiH^ ^ %" f^nr 14-2-75 *rT 

ftq ^ fw qqr qr 1 

3 . qw ^1 J.i'.i qirnfT gqii % ufq qiRT 

jqr ^ rfiR RRq ^ qqfff qqw ft 1 1 

qqtqq ^ fqqq fqfq qit ^qfqqqq % Ihii ■^t^ ^ 
tjqWr ,qff s^rr | 1 

4. qtflij^fltwft ^ qmi^ <t q^ft-vrifir ^ hr tff ^ qlt 

W qfrw qq 't^’Rt ^ njfiF fiRHir ^o, 109/30 

qqr, Hqq^q ^ MIO fq q'H qHTq % (liO, 

j(t, Rif RHCl HTR!T qoiqt M fo Hlt^ R^TT 

qfV fw I q^R aqfHWr ^RTT^ % ftlTT RqftqR Rft |1T I I 

5. RiTR nit TPsHiiqi ^ ^ htthtt qqr srtr it 

THit fit qtftf^RTWft | f% fqqqtlltq Rn^' Rf WW 

wqqrfirR qrffit 1 t^fli''!, qstfiRiT^Tft w iwtfwR 

*rnniT (fwrr) wt^, 1955 fqRtqr 7-12-1955 nft smcr 9 
RqTiJTTr(<T) wwT STTR qTwRf Hrr jnftq hr fq %ffrTT 
RW Tt Tf HRHT ^ I 


[frwt: — ifto ?fto ^fto *nfo ITT fo/t^o-y/qo qq^-ys/ 
^rtpo/l^o ifto qRo HTIRo/qo 


ORDER 


S.O. 2593. — ^Thc following licences for the import of 
Naturul Essenlial Oil non-banned non-restricted were issued 
lo M/s. Hind Biscuit Manufacturers, Kanpur. 

1. P/S/1763499 dl. 24-8-73 for Ks, 5,000. 

2. P/S/1763450 dt. 24-8-73 for Rs. 5,000. 

(2) Thereafter a Show-Cau.se Notice No. DCCI&E/H-7/ 
AM-75/ENF/NBNR/KAN/12644 dt. 30-1-75 was issued to 
them asking to show cause within fifteen days of the date of 
receipt of notice, as to why the said licences in their favour 
should not be cancelled on the ground that the same were 
issued inadvertently. They were also given 14-2-75 for personal 
hearing of their matter. 


(3) No reply to the above said notice has been received so 
far and time stipulated for reply has expiied. No one has also 
appeared tor personal hearing on the date fixed for the purpose. 


(4) The undersigned has carefully considered the matter 
and has come lo the conclusion that the said M/s. Hind Biscuit 
Mantifaeturcrs, Kanpur have not replied to the notice and have 
not turned up for personal hearings they have no defence to 
luge. 


(5) Having regard to what has been said in the proceeding 
paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffective. 
Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of the powcis vested 
in him under clause 9 sub clause (a) of the Imports (Control) 
Order 1955 dated 7-12-1955 as amended hereby cancels the 
above said licences. 

INo. DCCI&E/H-7 /AM-75 /ENF /NBNR /AU/KAN] 


HRo HfTo 25 94.— rrJsfr RtnfT ffrq ^fffHRr 

HiTTpit HtrrjR, Hr) i?R-fqw ^qPtPT Twmf httw 

% frrq fqrqfRftpr nn^l u fqfcd fH>q qq % : — 

1. 'fr°/qq‘i/l 7 62.3 1 1 «- 7-7.3 tjfq SOOo/-Hq^l 

2. 'fto/qq;,/ 17626 12 fqffPP 6-7-73 JfPr 5000/-q4t I 

2- q^qw/r qq HPRq qqiHfi g^qRT rrsqr ^ rft rf) qil 
qrj f/qq-s/qqq ys/^sqi/qq sf) qq qrr/qq/qR/ 1 70 0 9 f^Ht 
1.1-2-7 5 sflr qriqr qrHJfl qffq rnr Bw w ftffnP 

21 - 7-75 qf jq, qifr tVt qq «r fipwq qqiwt 

H?) aiacfl ^ tYHR 1 5 fqqf ^ 'flu r HORUT q/Tiq fV 3-1 % n iH ^ 

unf) Iqq qq rh/t Rr?#qf nh nqi q Rf hr fen HTFrr qrffq 
*Ar RTf' 5 :q mtiTT hr Int t vjtt ^ HtTf) hr qq i Rsf 
Rq^ q iqr q sqfqrqq gqirrf ^ ftrq fqqiHt 23-2-75 hr fqq 
vfr Rftrq fw qqr qr 1 

3 . aiarO ufftn 'THftTFff qq qiWT IW [H'TIhi 2 1-7-75 RMtfw 
HURq Wqq q^f^ ^ qiq irHRnfqHtrfRqf ^ qqq) qwffnq 

% qpq bVt Pttt 1 1 

4 . wul^tnisTR) ^ qTq% # q#'-qtfq Hriq hr tf) | qVt: 
TR qfrqrq qx q^ t fir q#«ft rjFTwiq Sfrt qw 

Hio, qqqqx % qiq fq qrq^ tt qq^ hw % fqq q^ 5[i 

fqfirq RXffq rw HnRw qrnqf ^qqr % Rfq nfi^ rttr fw | 

HfU w irHsiqq gqqif % Rqftqq ^1(1 Jt! t ' 

5 . RTTT H?) HliRHqqt *1 Tf) fRf spnqT qqt fl, R^ sqrq *r 
THPt fq WftfHIHTST^t itfsR t fH? fWTrdfq mftq Tf WWT 
q qqr fHd frq qrffq i qqfwq wtf^RiHrO w qurlftFr 
unqrff (fqifsrq) qi^, 1955 fqqpq 7 - 12-1955 H?t tffxr 9 
Rq-tmr (q) % qqpfq 5n;Tr qRmfr qq nqJq hr qq ^ Jirr 
RHrf qrqqfqf Hfr Xf hrrt t ' 

[qwcflo ?f)o qt>3 qrfo qoq ^o/qqo-g /qo qqo 75 / 
w/qq^’ 5ft“ ffffv wKc/qo g;o/Hqq] 

ORDER 

S.O. 2594.- — The following licences for the import of Aroma- 
tic Chemicals non-banned and non-restricted type were issued 
to M/s. Hindustan Tobacco & Chemicals Co., Kanpur. 

1. P/S/1762811 dt. 6-7-73 for Rs. 5,000. 

2. P/S/1762812 dt. 6-7-73 for Rs. 5,000. 

(2) Thereafter a Show Cause- Notice No. DCCI4E/H-8/ 
AM-75/Bnf/NBNR/AU/KAN/17009 dated 13-2-75 and a 
Registered A.D. letter of even number dated 21-7-75 was 
issued to them asking to show cause within fifteen days of the 
date of receipt of notice as to why the said licences In their 
favour should not bo cancelled on the ground that the. same 
were issued inadvertently. They were also given 28-2-75 for 
personal hearing of their matter. 

/(3) The Rcgd. A.D. letter of even number of 21-7-75 along- 
with a copy of the above said show cause notice has been 
returned by the Postal authorities with their remarks ‘'LEFT". 

(4) The undersigned has carefully considered the. matter and 
has come to the conclusion that the said M/s. Hindustan 
Tobacco and Chemical Co., Kanpur have avoided a reply to 
the show cause notice as they have no defence to urge and 
that the licences were issued inadvertently. 
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(5) Having regaid to whnt has been said in the preceding 
paiagriiphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should he cancelled or otheiwisc lendcied ineffective 
Therefore, the undei signed in exercise of the powers vested in 
him under clause 9 sub-clause (a) of the Imports (Control) 
Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955 as amended hereby cnncels the 
above said licences. 

I No. Drci & h /M-K /AM -7 5 /CN F /NBN R /A 1 I/KAN | 

arresT 

rdTo Wlo 25 95-“rpLifl’ 't'KaU'di, 

iqiTRT ^ UffT fffrrffiTffsTf 1:41 'I' n fftirr qrr ^ * — 


1 . 

4fo/qffo/ 175,1994 


15- 

-9-72 


2 

4fo/qffo/l758995 


1 5- 

9-72 


3 

4fo/TTn-c/l758996 


1 5- 

- 9- 7 2 

qPT 

4 

4ffo/qffo/ 1751997 


1.5- 

■9-72 


5. 

tffo/qffo/ 1758998 

Nii'a 

1.5- 

9-72 


6 

4fo/qffo/ 1758949 

fifftit 

1 5- 

■9-72 


7. 

4fo/qffo/l76n654 

Rtfffit 

2- 

2-7 3 

ffTff 

S 

qfo/qffo/ 1760655 

flfflT 

2- 

2-7 3 


9. 

4fo/tTffo/ 176065(1 

fqtmt 

2- 

■2-7 3 



49J40/-^ 
24670/-r;^ 
24fi70/- ^ 
49 2.5 6/- 
24 5 6 4/- ■5'T^ 
24564/- 
4 9.17 1/- wq' 
2468.5/- 
24685/- 


in ffto/nqo/l 760657 
11, 4t“/ffff“/l 76U658 It 
12 'fto/tr^ro/l76n659 


2-2-76 JJ5T 36420/-^ 
2- 2-7.3 tJFT 182 10/-¥Tt 
2-2-73 ^ 18210/-l5Tt 


1. P/S/1758994 dt, 15-9-72 Rs. 49,340. 

2. P/S/175R995 dt. 15-9-72 Rs. 24,670. 

3. P/S/1758996 dt. 15-9-72 Rs. 24,670. 

4. P/S/1758997 dt. 15-9-72 Rs, 49,256. 

5. P/S/1758998 dt, 15-9-72 Ra, 24,564. 

6. P/S/l 758999 dt, 15-9-72 Rs. 24,564. 

7 P/S/l 760654 dt. 2-2-73 Rs. 49,371. 

8. P/S/1760655 dt. 2-2-73 Rs. 24,685. 

9. P/S/ 1760656 dt. 2-2-73 Rs. 24,685. 

10. P/S/1760657 dt. 2-2-73 Rs. 36,420, 

11. P/S/1760658 dt 2-2-73 Rs. 18,210. 

12. P/S/1760659 dt. 2-2-73 Rs. 18,210, 

(2) Thcreafter a Show Cause Notice No. DCCI&E/H-12y 
AM-75/ENF/NBNR/AU/KAN/14030 drrtcd 3-2-75 was 
issued to them asking to show cause within fifteen days of the 
date of receipt of notice as to why the said licences in their 
favour should not be cancelled on the ground that the same 
■were issued inadvertently. They were also given 18-2-75 for 
personal hearing of their matter. 

(3) No reply to the above said notice has been received so 
tar and time stipulated for reply has expired. No one has also 
appeared for personal heaving on the date fixed for the purpose. 

(4) The itndersigned has carefully considered the matter 
and has come to the conclusion that the said M/s. Hindustan 
Malleable Steel Corpn., Meerut, have not replied to the notice 
and turned up for personal hearings they have no defence to 
utgc in the matter. 

(5) Having regard to what has been said in the preceding 
paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffective. 
Thciefore, the undersigned in exercise of the powers vested 
in him under clause 9 sub-clause (a) of the Imports (Control) 
Order 1955 dated 7-12-1955 as amended hereby cancels the 
above said licences. 


2 dhts y irh ft ^ft > 87 ^ 

TTj t/q’^-12/rf irrr T.s/r^ii/nT jff ffff mt/q q/fTR/unso 
finrir 3-2-7. 5 Iff "STKf RTOff “idrtff 

lysfqr Tffnfl ^ 1 5 fifffT % fim ffffiff fqt Tff 
% qrff ^ ^rrfr En. ffff HHhcd iff *ttfl t nr ferr 
inffTT 'sfiT TT wsth: t*: Op ^ '•j;?! ff infl •fr 

rpr iff I ^ RPffff ff sqftnffff grmf ^ fflff fintT 

18-2-75 TT fffq f+'tl 441 ffl I 

3 irr'iT qmff % irfff xrfft qqr ifff 

sTTR t ffff % ffrff 'nifti urtr ^ 

^ 1 ^ 3 iff Tiff 4> fffff fffffff fffrf’T iff "'iPraqff % fffff 

iff^ ^ pt 

4 wWffTret^l ff: ffiqff' iff ■qqffr-'qtfff ^rUr in: ^ ^ s/N 

qfffqrq’ it m^AI ^ fit ■^fV niff 

iii t.ql/.itrq, ffrs % irtr qinff ff ffiff “inii % ftiff 

^qRlff Tvfffff Tiff Itm qfftXff tjffni % qfff iff^ TTR 11^ 
fffqT ^ nffr “fffiffqff fft Riu. Tqfqqff ffjff |ff ^ i 

5. 37h; iff' iffiffrrtfi ff iff ^'s ffffnri qqr tr stpt ff 
TWff Iff IttffffIffTMT'f f, fit fUffrdfff ffTffffff HffffT 

fltff fflff fflfffff 1 TffRiff xrtfffftffTSTTff ffffT ffvfffhff 
XTRTff (fffqnff) ITNiT- 19 55 ffffftlt 7-1 2-1955 iff mvl 9 
Tff-ffTO (ff) ^ fftffqff 5TTO trrtfitrqf itt Ttriq" m ffff fftam 
Tiff HT^fflff iff T| IfrffT | I 

t<WT -. iff ifr iff ffrf ffff ^/ffff-1 2/ff ffff-7 5/tpit/ffff/^o qffo/lTfi:/ 

ffff/ltTff] 

ORDER 

S.O. 2595, — ^The following licences for the import of Ball 
Bearings etc. non-banned non-restricted type were issued to 
M/s. Hindustan Malleable Steel Corpn., Partapur, Meerut. 


[No. DCCI&E/H- 1 2 /AM-75 /EN F /NBNR /AU /KAN] 

urin 

lito w» 2596. — ffiiff fftfr ffti ff*n TRtn: 

fitsfr, fVrr ffir iff qT-fffTtr it*t Riftt ^t 

umiff % Rrff fffqqftrftiff fitff iff if ; — . 

1. <fto/Tffo/t759348 ftffPT; 5-10-72 7490/- Wf 

2. 410 /^^ 0/1759349 Rtfftlt 5-10-72 7490 /- 

3. 410/1*110/ 1759659 fffffllt 10-11-72 tjfl 7498/- IT? 

4. 4f 0 /quo/ 1759 660 fttlflt 10-11-72 *3;5IT 7498/- Tiff 

5 . ifo/ffffo/neosss Rmfit 19 - 1-72 *j5q I 8200 /- qiq 

6. 4f‘>/ffffo/l760554 fffffili' 19-1-73 1620o/- 

2 ffffPfffTff ffit itRi Tffptff ^ffr ifwr fr iff iff 
Ift^ fft? if/ff^-13/ff ffff 7 5/lF1l/fftT sff qff UTl/q ^/itR/ 15 68 

Rrm; 6 - 2-75 ffi gff ffrff iff qrf iff ftt urnti ?imff 

iff 'm?ff ff ffitT 15 feff 4t rff-fft itm imff fit tt 
% qn ff arrff Rpit qq Tiff ffirfffff iff ifff t m ffm 

ffiffT iffr 'artiK it fit ff tjir ff ^rfr nr fiq 

qq if I Tt% Tqfft at off ff iqfiffqff fft fffq firfit 21 - 2-75 
Iff fffff iff nffstff fffffT ffffT IT I 

3 Tiff ItlTI ffffTOt ^ffffr it fffff 1 T*ff ffxt iff^ tTTT ffPff Tfff 

|WT t fffT TffT ffff fft fsrq ffftfffct Wfffff ffTOff |f | I 

Iff iffHiff it fffq fffffff ffffff iff aqfiffffff qffffr^ it frq ifff fff 

Tffffiff fffr |ffr 1 1 

4. fftflfftffTSiFff ff nffff iff fffff-'trffff ffiff «PT fff ^ ffVr 
qfT'iTff IT igffr ^ fit ^fit ffffsff f^o qfffo ^'lo, qn torr 
TTitiT fitsfT, fffm ffrr % Ttff Iff ffiffff ff Riff iNR' it fffq 
Tiff Itm ffffTiff ^[ffTT it mRi iff^ 
TffT Tfff firr t fflr Miffqff ^ TifffTff qff jq 
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2‘ 'PTT’T ii^sM F 

?n^ T’®' i/’^-J5/^yiw/7 5/^/^ »flr crsTWX/ff j;;/*er/i 4039 
f'rrtv 3-2-75 ^( 33 : i:np ^ ^purr 6-8-75 

^ ^ 5 ^ srrf^ 'Kt > 1 ^ «ft ft; tmrnr srmwtg;w Tt Tmt & 
15 Ivft % »fftR ^KWT^TTcr fsi7 ^ if 5)vrd fM 
;pT ^ irr^ewf ^ Tiff ;t "FT^; fer sit^t 'rrf^ *fk ^ 
w itTrirn: it: ft; t & ^rff ftti tti ^ 1 ijift; irmff 
# sqftfFnRF ftrr^ ftrft; iH-2-75 t;t ftir wf 

ftiirr ipTT ITT I 


s. STT Tff TffeTwf ff iff iTfmrr iPTr t, 3% rtr ff 
wff |iT ?r=ft^Tifr(T ^ ft; 

wsTFriftra- ftr-q ?rft- =TTft>x 1 tryf'^wtf im wfffcra 

wnrw (ftnwT) in^, lass ft^riT; 7-12-1955 Tif unr s 
3T--OTi:r (^^) % wsTjfFT !f5Tr ■irrtiTrff tit srifftr >ft wT xttt 
11 Try ^ I 

[?fwir . ¥fo Ffr.5 fffo triio ify to/if^o-i 3/17,0 75/^0/ 

cr^o ^fo rrifo ITlTo /ri» ^“/WT] 


ORDER 

S.O. 3596. — The following licences foi’ the import of 
Ball Bearings etc, non-banned non-rcstricted type were issued 
to M/s. Hindustan Agro Industries, Village & Post Kithore, 
Distt. Meerut. 

1. P/S/1759348 dated 5-10-1972 for Rs, 7490. 

2. P/S/1759349 dated 5-10-1972 for Rs. 7490. 

3. P/$/1759659 dated 1.0-11-1972 for Rs. 7498. 

4. P/S/1759660 dated 10-11-1972 for Rs. 7498. 

5. P/S/ 1760553 dated 19-1-1973 for Rs. 16200. 

6. P/S/1760554 dated 19-1-1973 for Rs. 16200. 

(2) Thereafter a Show Cau.se Notice No. DCCI&E/H-13/ 
AM-75/ENF/NBNR/AU/KAN/;15618 dated 6-2-1975 was 
issued to them asking to show cause within fifteen day's of 
the date of receipt of notice as to why the said licerices to 
their favour should not be cancelled on the ground that the 
same were issued toadveitently. They were also given 
21-2-1975 for personal hearing of their matter. 

(3) No reply to the above said notice has been received 
so far and tunc stipulated for reply has expired. No one 
has also appoar-ed for personal hearing on the dale fixed for 
the purpose 

(4) The undersigned has carefully considered the matter 
and has come to the concUision that the said M/s. Hindustan 
Agro Industries, Village & Post Kithore, Distb Meerut, have 
not replied to the notice and have not turned up for personal 
hearing thev have no defence to urge in the matter. 

(5j Having regard to what has been .?inid in the preceding 
paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffective. 
Therefore the undersigned in exercise of the powers vested 
to him under clause 9 sub-clause fa) of the Imports (Control) 
Order 1955 dated 7-12-1955 ais amended hereby cancels the 
above said licences. 

[No. DCCI&E /H- 1 3 /am -75 /ENF/NBNR / AU /KAN] 


xrt^vr 

T^oxno2597 — tPWt gftintffT ^^flftotiTTr Tto, nrftpTTUTT ift 


4757 44R9 xrrft ^ ximu %■ ftru 



Tff «[ : — 



1. 

<flo/Tipo/l759726 

ferWi' 

17-11-7 2 


33203/iPT^ 

2. 

tfrtj/l^o/ 1759727 


1 7-1 1-72 

uvir 

leeoi/TW 

46 

Tt‘>/ffffi>/l759728 

f^PT> 

1 7-1 1-72 


16 6 0 ijjm 

4. 

■Eo/t^tTo/I 759729 

frfhfT 

1 7-11-7 2 

iJW 

36569/4W 

5. 

tf)o/cpri>/l759730 

f^rrhr’ 

1 7-1 1-72 


1 829 4/VTff 

6- 

qt;>/(^o/l7,5973 1 


1 7-1 1-72 

UylT 

1 8294/^ 

7. 

■fta/ppo/l 759732 

few 

17-11-7 2 


38783/491] 

8- 

'ffo/llpo/i 759733 


1 7-J 1-72 


19394/4T? 

9. 

Pjo/ffffo/l 759734 ftffft; 

17-1 1-72 


1 9394/44^ 

to. 

^fo/fftro/l7e2999 

ftprlT; 

20-7-73 


5 lG0 0/4q^ 

1 1- 

tfTo/t^o/l 763000 

fTffTT; 

20-7-73 


54600/499 


3. iPf trw rrer ftw; G-8-75 tjtt; qrfsPFTlTfff 
TRT "ffrOT tfnr fr, tTfein wm wt^ftt; % titt 

wt I 

4 . xra]|!T?rT«r0 ^ iTTiftr tf) fi#-'<Ttftr sTTr ^ I *fft: 

w iftTmT Tt: 9 ^ ^ ft; ^vnvrt tTflftnrf/TT 

irrftrrra'i? 'tto irnftT h tm % ftrer ^ | 

Wftttf 4p{l') ;jiFtr TTOT qTTTXft %■ qftr Trrt ftilT 

I xftT sirft-Tnra- fffi jff | i 

5. 3717: iff Trfeff^llf ir 5f) fW ^TtPIT TTT t, ETTT ff 

3^ 5ff xTtfrgTtnml- ft; ftwifR 

xravrfiRr ftRT TTf^i wftTff, xfu>E[3?rrftr([ w FtWita 
xTPnTr (ftofsTff) xiftir 1955 ftpft; 7 - 12-1955 ■rr ttm 9 

3T-t3T3r (ff) ^ XRFnftT HW XlftTTTff Iff SPffT 97 W ^ HTT 
3T?f Hft'ti'fif gft TRSTT % I 

[iTW: — pto JTT^o inirfo/tr^o-i s/ito t^o-7 5 5ftBo/(ffro 

^0 ^0 ^P^O^ITO 

iftci tiPil ifftftitoT, '39-1TW ftoftn; 

ORDER 

S.O. 2597. — ^Thc following licences for the import of 
ball beatlings non banned non restricted were i.ssued to M/s. 
Haryana Engg. Co. Ghaziabad. 

1. P/S/1759726 dated 17-11-1972 for Rs. 33203. 

2. P/S/1759727 dated 17-11-1972 for Rs. 16601. 

3. P/S/1759728 dated 17-11-1972 for Rs. 16601. 

4. P/S/1759729 dated 17-11-1972 for Rs. 36569. 

5. P/S/1759730 dated 17-11-1972 for Rs. 18294. 

6. P/S/1759731 dated 17-11-1972 for Rs. 18294. 

7. P/S/1759732 dated 17-11-1972 for Rs. 38783. 

8. P/S/1759733 dated 17-11-1972 for Rs. 19394, 

9. P/S/1759734 dated 17-11-1972 for Rs. 19394. 

10. P/S/1762999 dated 20-7-1973 for Rs. 54600. 

H, P/S/1763000 dated 20-7-1973 for Rs. 54600. 

2. Thereafter a Show Cause Notice No. DCCI&E/H-15/ 
AM-75/NBNR/AU/KAN/14039 dated 3-2-1975 and a 
Regd. letter of even number dated 6-8-1975 was issued to 
them asking to show cause within fifteen days of the date 
of receipt of notice as to why the said licences in their favour 
should not be cancelled on the giound that the same were 
issued inadvertantly. They were also given 18-2-1975 for 
personal hearing of their matter, 

3. The above said regd. letter of even number dated 
6-8-1975 has been returned undelivered by the Postal autho- 
liiies with theh remarks” “Locked returned.” 


47 01/75— 3 
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4. The undersigned hris carefully considered the matter 
and has conic 1o the conclusion that the said M/s, Haryana 
Eugg. Co. Cihaziabad have avoided a reply to the show 
cause notice as they liave no defence to urge and that the 
licences were issued inadvertently. 

(5) Having regard to what has been said in the preceding 
paragiaphs the undersigned is .satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise lendered ineffec- 
tive. Therefore the undersigned in exeicise of the powers 
vested in him under clause 9 sub-clause (a) of the Imports 
(Control) Order 1955 dtited 7-12-1955 a,s amended hereby 
cancels the above said licences. 

[No. DCCI&E/H-l5/AM-75/ENF/NBNR/t\U/KANI 
D. S. MORKRIMA, Dy. Chief Controller 

fntftrv , mtiTW-fntrfH "mTurtwn 

gStrilT, 197e 

WTo Wfo 2S98.— ilH'tt'-? H^'T, I 4 / 3 1, 

*rnt rr itfK stuflfTh Jr tiJr 

TIT Ro 6,5 ( 1 - 4 ) ( 7 ) (t) ifk (g-) yrr<T 5 ^ 51^71% W(h 

rrxftfrfl ^ HFIiJ h itfl f*™ ijtlfhff ^ ftTtr tst^ 

^rTfr-rfl % ip'f !fT vwm % fiT'T >250 ^ rna % 
flTf R^iTTPr^ vll4ltnt. ^TTo tfo ift o /# / 0 2 2 2 1 9 .5 /rfl /tfFT WR/ 
47/tfl/37-33 f^o 28-5-73 TtFT W ^ 

181668 srfh 4fi ftTtr W tnUtT Tt: iffraTiT 

fw Pf q 51 gr rtt t / CfWTTW ^ rrf | | JTTT dTtr 
JTf tf) TWWT w ^ ?rro tfl r|g frPnw Pt^fOT 5rf»r 

tI^/JTT^-7 4 ^ tTaifsr % tfltH 1 250 TO % fiqn TOhr liT 

tfr rrf 1 1 

’TtquTT ^ wfrr ^ TOTF 4 trjt ^ f5p i,0|. 

tor rpT f^hro fhwir stpr gt ipf / ^ irf f^ftpr 

TOrrrPnt tnp ttpriq- ug TtfgT ferT^ i 

rt Hvgrs; j fq? gi,i ift ^<4 rjCT iTfTO PTOir Stf^T gt 
rit I trh: Pr^itr ^ fr totit <(tt ^ fqiwT Ppra-ir tihr 
nth tTuLlPj 8(1 /) qff siTiff -qirgu, I 18T0 4^1 RUT pTf-rqip 
Ptwg sfg qff TOl ^ I 

grog iqit tig ) 2 5 0 TO % flTf tTOfT RTo qff ^ 
firTOrr TOto qfl trjMh gpff srr | isrtg. 

grt, 1 97 5 411 gni^tTgftT ^ Ptt ijg: irfTOqTr grgtgil 

qil gtifg srrJr % jrtfHrg ^ fgtr grf^ i 

[fga ff^UT 05-5/ 6/t:[-r^o-7 4/4^-/trg/»f)<i i^go Oj 
fro 41 0 gpft, 1J4 frnTTOr 
^Tf ^trg fmirgg 

CWce of the Joint Chief Controller of Imports & Exports 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 28th April, 1975 

S.O. 2598. — M/s, Promchand & Soils, 13/31, W.E.A. 
Karol Bagh, New Delhi were granted Established Importers 


licence No. P/E/0222195/C/XX/47/D/37-3S dated 28-5-73 
for Rs. 1250 0 onlv for the import of “Parts of Machinery 
when required foi [ndnstries other than cinema and Refrigera- 
tion and also other than -.pare parts of Machinery falling 
undci S. No, 65(1-4) (VII) (.\) and (B) J’arl V. They 
have applied for the duplicate Exchange Control Copy of 
the licence on the ground that the on'giinal has been lost 
Or misplaced. 11 is, further stated by the firm that the origi- 
nal Exchange Control Copy of the licence was utilised for 
Rs. 1250 dining the period A-M' 74. 

In support of this dccliiratjion the applicant has filed an 
affidavit duly attested stating that the original Exchange Cont- 
rol Copy of the licence has been lost or misplaced. 

I am satisfied that the original Exchange Control Copy 
of the licence has been lost and direct that duplicate Exchange 
Control Copy should be issued to the applic.ant, The oiigi- 
nul Exchange .Control Copy of the licence is cancelled. 

The applicant is now being issued duplicate Exchange Pur- 
pose Copy of aforesaid licence for R.s. 1250 required by 
them for the purpose of remiflancc to the suppliers against 
repeal operation of A-M’ 75 licencing period. 

[F. No, 65-V/6/AM-74/QL/CLA] 
D. P, MATHUR. Dy. Chief Controller 

for Chief Controller. 

TT’jtio fgtffliv, WTTO-Pi»ri« gt sttnlgn 
XtT^ 

ttOgrgTT, 2S3jg, i97(i 

g(o gt^ 2 59 9.“^M8fl «t, s'Ji 47T npH, tnrtrf ^tflPT ^8 8i[sc 

% xrpItt grfgt TfipT TOTT WT 2i8s-T^T^ glfwr FttrII 
^sgt;, Tl 0.95 gf^RRt Jr 1.30 srfTtrg ?pf “FTOff grU 
tflT g.sgg'prJ' (j.ostrgtTggg- g'Hrf g wr gff ^ argr 
gjlT grot ^ ^rrthr tt tTprrg tprif g; 

fgp 2,500 tigg % hrrr tort Tnrgg "TOr 41/^^/8500468/ 
grr/ggo4T/4i/#r/3i-3 2 trq„ iTig-1, fggpF 20-10-71 wg 
fvm WT gj I "3^^ 4TOr t It tfluTWFgt fggrnfl wTO nfh 
^ 

^ 4 snwr 4 ngt ttt'rg-'T^ giftiT fTRi ^ i 

4 I It 4w 4i/tig/8560468/wTT/gg tpT/4i/ 

^/ 3 T 32 ngo ngc-i. fen (T 2(>io-7t t 1 gVgrsfggi' fggttgh 

gnm 114 ttfr gf ^ I 

[rpjgf XTRo t 4/norpTv/7,5/^o n^o/rro no 44 o/4to fflo tfto ntpo] 

1^0 Figj Igrogr 
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Office of the Dy. Chief Controller of Inipoiitt and E^xporte 

ORDER 

1-fii nlabad, the 2fith June, 1076 

S.O. 2599.— M/s.Rcg.il Iron Woik-> 2185-Pahari Bhojla 
Chilli qabar, Delhi were granted an Import Licence No. P/S/ 
856(M68/R/ML/41/D/3T-32 Ml. I dated 20-10-1971 for 
the item prime high eurhon spung steel strips with carbon 
range from 0.95 per cent to 1 30 per c;nt and thickness 
ranging fiom 2.5 mm to 0 08 mm in hardened and tempered 
condition for Rs. 2,500/- undei IJ.K. Credit for AprU-Ivliirch, 
1971 with the poit of legistLiation Bombay. Tliey have stated 
that the Custom dcmance purpose copy of tlie licence has 
been lost. 

In support of this contention, the applicant has filed an 
affidavit. I am satisfied ihal the oiigmal Custom cleaiancc 
piu-pose copv of the licence No. P/S/8.560468/R/ML/41/ 
b/31-32 MU dated 20-10-1971 has been lost. 

[No. R. 14/AM/73/EX/AlJD,/DCCF] 
B. N. SINCH, Contioller. 


qftt wTt tt^tftet, fwvtm) 

4^ 2h t 97(> 

ItTs WTo 2600. — ■“OIHM rpnr hpnt, 1959 T fhw 

1.57 % tjrr fHtrtt (2) % tl37.Tt:. UlRffTTr 

otini'C ^rPfWrtt % rtirrrr ^ % rriftlttT PTmT 

Sff'fTOtt ’Tj ^[■0 '(ppt % +1 1'UTt: 5k *4T4 % 9^ Jt fipr rpr 

f^Rf'-irad tfT#^ Iff ?tftghW7T % ■ 

<ti I <.«( I '. ■TT f 4 1 h : 

fy iTTWff ny igTTTfrsr, 

tlu/ll, 

5nfr Tin sn^-iuoooi 

fT4T 

1 2 5, HirtO ITTH' 'HTT TT?, 

^■rtTT, 4^srf- 100070 

[Hc AO 29( 9)-wi'o€lo/sfromtr/7(.] 


MINISTRY OF EVDLSTRY & CIVIL SUPPLIES 
(Department of Civil Supplies' & Cooperatiou) 

New Delhi, the 261h lune, 1976 

S.O. 2600. — In pursuance of sub-rule (21 of Rule 157 
of the Trade and Merchandise Marks Rules, 1959, the Central 
Government hereby notifies the following alterations made 
in the Register of Trade Marks Agents in the address of 
the place of bu;dncss of Shrti A r. Bhagal, a Registered 
Trade Marks Agent, Bombay ; 

Place of business ; 


ARJIJN T. BHAGAT. 
Trade hfmks &. Patents 
\llorney. 

116/11, Desai Market, 

Modt Sticet, Fort, 
Bombay-400001, 
and also 

125 1 aymi Sadan Pi[K- Road, 
Kuila. Bombay -400070 

LE. No. l’9(9i-iT7TM'76| 


Affteft, 29^, 1976 

9110 26 01 — .TAfPT tnTFTT, ttfgA aTaAT (WdAAA) 

wfafAAA, 1952 (l952 ^Tt 74) aTrt 5 ^ AtflATAWrfT 

rrtTtfhmrPT WTO tfmt, inXT ATAtgr % HAkrtTl 
% fspr f"PA A4 mAAA IT A7AAT tp^TR ATTPr % TOW It fWR 

'fR% !lfh: 5R AATOTA ATT TO % ’lAT TtRIT ^ARR ^ 

A tT>r AFffpT A 'dt S>1T, TOf^TT TOR wfaTlW, EJRT 6 
T ffTR IfW TO WFT TOT ^ Wt n^rtnujOT 

T w iff Afw Ahromt a, lowtA, 1976 9 aart, 

I 977 (fAAA A tftAlf fXA A't AfrAfAA t) W AftfRA 

TOATAfA ^ fW ARtTT 5RTA A^T^ft ^ I 

2. O/r^IRT AW AFAAT ^A AA T AATt ^ fr Wi OA=lfAtrAA 
pA ffitApr TO ^TJATAA TTot At APRT ADTR AIATA 5I7T AA4- 
AAA 77 fktf AIT I 


[A° 12( 1 l)-'7rt‘>ST'5/76] 
Too ATA, ATO AfAT 

New Delhi, the 29th June, 1976 

S.O. 2601. — The Central Government having considered 
in consultation with the Forward Markets Commission, the 
application for renewal of recognition made under Section 5 
of the Forward Contracts (Regulation) Act, 1952. (74 of 

1952), by the Vantesputi Manufacturers' Association of India, 
Bombay, and being satisfied that it would be in the interest 
of the trade and also in the public intere6t so to do, hereby 
gtants, in exercise of the powers conferred by the Section 6 
of the said Act, recognition to the said Association for a 
further period of one year from the 10th Augu.st, 1976 to 
the 9ih Augu'd, 1977 (both days inclushe) in respect of 
forward contracts in groundnut oil. 

2. The recognition hereby granted is subject to the condi- 
tion that the said Association shall comply v ith such irect- 
ions as may, fiom time to time, bo given by the Forward 
Markets Commission. 


[F, No. ]2(ll)-ITy76J 
B. N, FALL, Under Secy. 


At ftRiT 5 19 76 

Too 26 0 2 — TOtftA AWR, TOTOft ^ATA (tRrrfklKr 
srfWtPlAT a) AWTft) srfefAW, 197 1 (l971 TO 4o) ift 
ART 3 5RT ttW TAfTOTAt TO TATA "IRA fn aVt vnTA WTTOT 5f 

nftfkm sfk totwa awaa to AfagroTT Ac. too too uey 

ATfhT 3] At, 1 974 TO WftWA TOtit J7, a')A 56) ATW % 

RRM { 1 ) ^ AfwftaA Af-lAAFr 5ft, Tft ATTOT % TRTfAA 

wfsiTOtt 7 ft AftA % Uftprofr i, W AfafATOT JTAtUTAt 

% fAA ATOTO wfOT.Tft % TOT it fAAAA TRfft At AW ARvft 
AT WA ( 2 ) A fsrfAtW ATOAlfr TOTA'r Tit AWA TOTAT srfjTOfTAt 
TO w^tA jfrATift ^ vftAT 'j-a; aMaaa srrr Al -..<14: ¥uVt 
AWT AfTTOUAt Tt AfTOAI TO AAIA 'pRT s/K TA TO 
wfurtfTA TOtTOt TO 71 AA <tRAT I 
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wfTOrfl TT wpft % sm ’rIt irftmferr 

^ ?«rr^nT 

1 2 

sHii’RFT jrfNl, T^Wr 

(ft^rr), RTTsipT ■d'l <,^1 ^ 'RkcTI'h Ptw 

Ptir, FffniR % RT inn rt 

^3^ VR ^ RT fW R# 
RTR I 


[Ho 5l(53)/73-R^ 2] 
it o 0 WRT! 

MENISTKY OF CHEMICAI^ AND FERTILIZERS 

New Delhi, the 5th June, 1976 

S. O. 2602. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants) 
Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), and in supersession of the notification 
of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Chemicals No. S.O. 1563 dated the 31st May, 1974, the Central 
Government hereby appoints the officer mentioned in column 
(1) of the Table below, being an officer equivalent to the rank of 
gazetted officer of Government, to be estate officer for the pur- 
poses of the said Act, who shall exercise the powers conferred, 
and perform the duties imposed, on estate officers by or under the 
said Act within the local limits of his jurisdiction m respect of 
the public premises specified in coltimn (2) of the said Taole. 


TABLE 


Designation of the Officer 

Categories of Public premises 
and local limits of jttnsdiction 

(1) 

(2) 

Senior Administrative Officer 
flarauni Division, (Bihar), 
Fertilizer Corporation of 
India, Barauni. 

Premises belonging to, or taken 
on lease by or on behalf of, 
the FCI, Ltd. for the Barauni 
Factory and its township. 

[No. F. 51(53)/73.Ferts. n] 
T. N. SINGHAL, Under Secy. 


2 4 197 6 

flo Win 2803.— hW: W ^ Wk 

R % MPtlRiiOf RT ) xtf^- 

Tm, 1962 rI) ura e 3?r ^anr ( i) ^ mfpr wifiR Rmr 
iratR Ijir STTT i|;,np3tT TTR % ^ T ’Rtfq- 

Tfo tR 0 %o-6l ^ ijf) aflf TR/lf) trip tf^iff^piR % 

% hlTT ^ Ijfipff % WiPi IR 

xrftrFR RR fipn 1 1 

tfrt w ^r-f sAt jniftPF tin- npfnr ^ 11 - 10-74 4fr 
Eim 7 r?) RTara ( i ) tpr ( 1 ) t 
afw Rtr RitRfci 4R fori I 1 

wq ?rir- R^'rftRR 'TtTRTRT ^ RTfrr % srftmrf rt 

ipSr) fmRTRRi i9(, T % fmnT 4 % ^nfra- ^pstr RifsiRTfl' 

T?r 37 r: ftffTO: ^ 'piRRtr ^ tfT t sriV- 

TRIT I I 


tR iR %-6i ?r tjfr 3ft iR/ift ^t trRt ifT^t trr Mivrwin 

^ iffTR % tpitTOPT 


RT TPT tN tttfeiTWtfSqT ffiTT % WpETT % 

TTRTRtT ^ Rllqn n 
SRTTttFt Rf) OlfliR 

!TR)Rr 

tfsfftm 1824 14-6-75 11-10-7^ 


[ifo 12016/l/76-fRo miTtnjfl] 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM 

New Delhi, the 24th Juno, 1976 

S.O. 2603, — Whereas by the notification of Government 
of India as shown in the schedule appended hereto and issued 
tmder sub section (i) of section 6 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 the Right of 
User has been acquired in the lands specified in the schedule 
appended thereto for the transpoit of Petroleum from drill 
site No. NK-61 to GGS/CTF Kadi in Mahsami oil field in Guja- 
rat State. 

And whereas the Oil & Natural Gas Commission has terminat- 
ed the operations referred to in clause (i) of sub-section (1) of 
section 7 of the said Act on 11-10-74. 

Now therefore under Rule 4 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Ac- 
quisition of Right of User in land) Rules, 1963, the Competent 
Authority hereby notified the said date as the date of termina- 
tion of operation referred to above. 


SCHEDULE 


Termination of Operation of Pipeline from D.S. NK-61 to 
GGS/CTF Kadi 


Name of Mmistry 

Village 

S.O. No, 

Date of Date of 
publica- termina- 
tion in the tion of 
Gazette of operation 
India 

Petroleum 

Chalasan 

1824 

14-6-75 

1 MO-74 


[No. 12016/1/76-L&L/IJ 


RtT® RtTo 2604.— Tfr; T tflT 

RTIRTITT jf t3TTtfpT% Rrfbr.ff RH Rr^^r) Rtftlfqrm-, 1962 

*8) ETITT 6 Rff ^STtJTTr ( 1 ) % rNN WrftPt FTRT ffirRmt! Rff 

nfg ^q ' d T 5T7T riRTOW TTRq ^ fRTfRT ^ ^ sifEn WS 

RtT^f 12 F ^ 5fV tR ^ rIrr^ % fkR ijtr hrpt 

R sjlWt % ^3Rfbr rtt trftRTt: rr firRr 

xflR rpT &R Rffr yr^fdRt Art ^ 3 - 10-71 Rft ^ 

RiftrimR Rff OTR 7 Tf grnim ( 1 ) % ( 1 ) t firfe 

stfRsrr Rif rr Ertt | 1 

tFT Stm H HIsHilllfh ( "^l+l ^ ^ RR 

ffiwRRfr 19 63 ^ frw 4 % sitffR iTRPT tnrarrd ^ 

Rfr 37IR lifipn % 'TiR'ffiT % i^T ^ RTTIRT trftRfRR 

RRirr% 1 
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1 'TT 


Jlerra'Ji qrr Tw qrif % wfqsiT ^ 

traw % qflq'Tuqtt 
qippjpT qPr ^trN" 
5TTfW 

'^^'tRrinT >FPfl 958 29-3-7 5 3-10-74 


[fWTT 12016/i/ 7G-1^1T r^w/ll] 

S.O. 2604 . — Whereas by the notifleation of Government 
of India as shown In the schedule appended hereto and issued 
under sub section (i) of Section 6 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 the Right of 
User has been acquired in the lands specified in the schedule 
appended thereto for the transport of Petroleum from drill site 
No. Kadi-12 to GGS in Mehsana oil field in Gujarat State. 

And whereas the Oil & Natural Gas Commission has termi- 
nated the operations referred to in clause (i) of sub-section 
(1) of section 7 of the said Act on 3-10-74. 

Now therefore under Rule 4 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land Rules 1963, the Com- 
petent Authority hereby notified the said date as the date of 
termination of operation referred to above. 

SCHEDULE 

Termination of operation of Pipeline from to 


Name of Ministry 

Village 

S.O. No. 

Date of pub- 
lication in the 
Gazette of 
India. 

Date of 
termina- 
tion of 
operation 

Petroleum 

Kadi 

CO 

29-3-75 

3-10-74 


[No, 12016/1/76-L&L-I1) 


qrto ttTo260 5 — im: w R tfk 

qrTTtn^u n" OTifPr ^ stfttfqm, 1962 

qf) ttirr 6 qtr ( i ) ^ srptfro stTOt tu'PK ^ 

arm tmT % ^ %<> 7o 

^ qft tft ^1 qqt ^ nfsap-i % 

Riq VI ^ tj^laal % snatq qh" stfuq*!^ 

wfer tt: $ i 

tflT ti?r: ^ tfk HifiRiq. titr RurPT 30-9-71 «rr ^ 

wfaf-foo »fl srirr 7 qfl taroTTr ( 1 ) ( 1 ) u Prf^ 

stfspri qi) qifqfeT qn; firtT ^ 1 

wq tm. 'tnpTHfipT (»jfr P dotfpr % wfaqtrtt qrr 

Rahr) fmtuTwr, i 963 % Pppt 4 % wtfbt twu urfuqurl ^ 
tiiOqi qt) ttfqiqT t ^ q ti trfs'- 

^ i 


70tlqft^ tflq tff it tp^ qipft ipp 
HH4«iliTttfwqrT qflqtiH 


4«mq qqTnt mq 

qqfqrqqaqq 

qTTTT 

qfquiT % 



qrqqw 

q^qtmrq?) 



5IWR ^ 
ni O'fl 

al O'! 


2205 

12 - 7 - 7 .S 

30-9-74 


[tto 13016/l/7fi-mT UTT qw/ni] 


S.O. 260S,— Whereas by the notification of Government of 
India as shown in the schedule appended hereto and issued under 
sub-section (i) of Section 6 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisi- 
tion of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 the Righ of User has 
been acquired in the lands specified in the schedule appended 
thereto for the transport of Petroleum from drill site No, NK- 
70 to G.G.S.-Cum CTF, kadi in oil field in Gifiarat State, 

And whereas the Oil & Natural Gas Commission has ter- 
minated the operations referred to in clause (i) of sub section 
(1) of Section 7 of the said Act on 30-9-74. 

Now therefore under Rule 4 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Rules, 1963, the Compe- 
tent Authority hereby notified the said date as the date of ter- 
mination of operation referred to above. 

SCHEDULE 

Termination of operation of Pipeline from D.S. NK-70 to 
GGS-cum-CTF, Kadi 


Name of Ministry Village S.O. No. Date of Date of 

publica- termina- 
tion in the tion of 
Gazette of opera- 
India tion 


Petroleum Chalasan 2205 12-7-75 30-9-74 


[No. 12016/1/76-L&L/UI] 


qiTo qto 28 06 — mt: qp- fqfiTfqsi ifVt; 

(ijfiT H WtPT ^ irfqqqLt qq Sf^) qrfbPtmT, 1962 
qi) um 6 ^ OTSTO ( 1 ) % mfPr qqqfw *rn:?T ttqqnr qf) 
sm >J'Ski?i tqqq % *15*1141 ^ tSw q qqmr <3^ ifi *> 
qte 66 ^ 7ft sfr tirpr ttqr % qfrq^q % ^ trami 

spjjsft f fqfirftsi ijfittTf wtPt qq stfijqnr ttftrq qrt: fiqqq 

I' 

rftr: qtr: ^ tflr gnt-Idy 4 *r wqPr ^ 20-12-74 qt) ^ 
wfErfmrq WTfT 7 qfr -iqyRi ( 1 ) % ( 1 ) q" fqfq'si 

qfw qi) 44 qRifl qn fim ^ 1 

trq tpf qr^qwirq (»ifq r iqqrq % rrr«qrrq) qrr 

sr 4 q) IdqH i qtfl , 1963 Prqq 4 srqtq mstq qrfirqtrf) 
^rftqr qit 37rr fitfw »rfqqtt % q^q’trq % fi qtTqaRT 
stfu^rqq qrqqtl 1 

t^o 3:o 66 % qfT ^ 'Tfi ^ t) rtfw qq q^qmq 


wprq qq qrq qtq qfsrq ttwr qrrq % qfw qt 

Tiqqq^ 44q*iM qf) 
qqqqtq tttW 
qfl ui0<a 


'fjrt^ppT mtq'jrrqftq 2700 2J-8-75 2012-74 

qtwrqq 


[tto 120 16/l/7 6-l^q t^/IV] 

S.O. 2606. — Whereas by the notification of Government of 
India as shown in the schedule appended hereto and issued 
under sub-section (i) of Section 6 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 the Right of 
User has been acquired in the lands specified m the schedule 
appended thereto for the trrnspon of Petroleum from drill site 
No. NK-66 to G.G.S, in Mehsana oilfield in Gujarat State. 
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Now tKorefore under Rule 4 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Rules 1963, the Compe- 
tent Authority hereby notified the said date as the date of ter- 
mination of operation referred to above. 

SCHfcDULIi 

Termination of operation of pipeline fiom D.S to 


Name of Ministry Village vS.O.No. Date of Date of 

publica- termina- 
tion in the tion of 
Gazette opera- 
of India tion 


Petroleum Chalasan 1823 I4-6-7S 6-10-74 


And whereas the Oil &, Natural Gas Commission has termi- 
nated the operations referred to in clause (i) of sub section 
(I) of section 7 of the said Act on 20-12-74. 

Now therefore under Rule 4 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Rules 1963, the Compe- 
tent Authority hereby notified the said date a.s the date of ter- 
mination of operation referred to above. 

SCHEDULE 

Termination of operation of pipeline from NK-66 to G.G.S. 

Name of Ministry Village S.O.No, Date of Date of 

publica- termi- 
tion In the nation of 
gazette of opoia- 
India. tion. 


Petroleum Memadpura 2760 23-8-75 20-12-74 

& 

Balsasan 


[No. I2016/1/76-L&L./1VJ 


Wo mo 26 07. — HTT: frnnf ^ seftr 

'mE'Pnvt ^ ^q'Pt % ’trfarRT w trfEtfipriT, 1902 

^ Ernr 6 vt ( 1 ) % ertfpr T+ifviH ncstTf w 

»rfti^iw 5 Rr imr % Ipt wst # aiftiiT Htwr 

trif % .54 R 5 ft tTTT/tff if ’fKt flT % 9^4^ 

^ P '^frrtff TTifPr W trftHrp- 

srfwartfwt I 

'(rtr JTrt. jPT tfh: <tir mtfPr ^ 6 - 10 - 744 ^ ^ 

ttfaPrrtr 4 ft tnrr 1 4 ff TTtnrr ( t ) % ( 1 ) ^ rdlsvi 

trNtnr rifr 4 r?: ferr ?t 1 

mr mr: i nttina ('^ ^ % wfwRf w 

f-Pitnansfr i 9 fi 3 % fim 4 % rnffir rwrr ti i ilpuO ' 

tTT^ W 3m ffPfTT % 74T'm % JCTT ^ njT?5TTT 

ff rrtr %- S 1 *r 3ft off n’fM ^ Tli '’tfift tTT ' P t iHH I^ # 

rffw *fn 74sprR 


ifmtPT w mn nta' rt^itpiT tfwr 'tnrjr % iTf4;!n % 

TtlTT^ ^ ’tqhut-t 
HVIVM 4 ft ni<1<a 
ni fl^a 


182 ,) ii-e-?!) h-io -74 


[tfo 12 01 h/ 1 / 7 e-n-rr mrr t^/Vj 


S.O. 2607 — Whereas by the notification of Oovennment 
of India as shown in the schedule appended hereto and Issued 
under sub section (i) of section 6 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 the Right of 
User has becit acquired in the lands specified in the schedule 
appended thereto for the transport of Petroleum from drill 
site No, NK-54 to GGS/CTF, Kadi in Mchsana oil field in 
Gujarat Slate. 

And whereas the Oil & Natural Gas Commission has ter- 
minated the operations referred to in clause fi) of sub-section 
(1) of section 7 of the said Act on 6-10-74. 


[No, 12016/1/76-L&L/V] 

Wo mo 2608 — 471. *13^ ij tfiT 

(sjfq fi T ^rftpprrt 40 itttrc 

Tfi KTTTT 6 4fi 3wn;T ( 1 ) % mfPT 'ortio trt3rn: # 

5TTT ^41 > m 7044. % TO P 4 o 

fi#PMI-2 ^ ■ST'J, nor ptT 047 fi^'TfTTP ^ % fiT. OT 

pmo fi Wofoeo '-3ffi4't % Tonro tt sTf^mo itrffio 

[rioi ^ I 

filr PT OT pfio !Trfffi47 fip !rr4T4 fi 2 8-3-7 5 Ofi 
orffiffiiPT 4fi tnrr i ofi ttvjrt ( i ) % oho ( i ) fi ffitfies 
!Tffi;4T 4fi TtWfio 4hC f44T 1 1 

mr w rr-t fi fir 4Tfii4.rC 44 

mfio) ffiopmt i9(ij fi: ffi4P 4 fir trtfsrfrRl 

nifl'a Tt 3>4T Ififfior pffiqT fir TfioOR' fir fi finssKi wftpjffiO 
«R7tT| I 

^ fifffTOT 2 fi 3if4 trsr TT7 'ftTPOTCO pf!f4T w 

PmonWOTP 4T4 pfiftPOfiwr PKO fir fiffirqr fi 

riJlMd fi 'TioPTP fir 

trorpifTT fit Olfl'a 

orfifiir 


fi ^rsft PT WfilTT 2U11 UI-8-7 1 28- .3-75 

[0447 I 20 1 h/ l/ 7 6-mT nrj r^/VI] 

S.O. 2608,— Whereas by the notification of Government 
of India as shown in the schedule appended hereto and issued 
under sub section (i) of section 6 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 the Right of 
User has been nc-iuired in the lands specified in the schedule 
appended thereto for the transport of Petroleum from drill site 
No. Mch3ana-2to W.H.I. in Mehsana oil field m Gujarat State. 

And whereas the Oil &. Natural Gas Commission has ter- 
minated the operations referred to in clause (i) of sub section (1) 
of section 7 of the said Act on 28-3-75. 

Now therefore under Rule 4 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Ac- 
quisition of Right of User in land) Rules 1963, the Competent 
Authority hereby notified the said date ns the date of termination 
of operation referred to above. 




SCHEDULE 

Teniiinadon ol operation of pipeline from D.S, Mchsana-2 
to W.H.L 

Name of Ministry Village S.O. No. Date of Date of 

publica- tormiitn- 
tion in tion of 
the Gaz- opera- 
ettc of tion 
India 

Petroleum Aloda 2011 10’8-74 28-3-75 


[No. 12016/I/76-L&L/VI] 

Wo eno 2 co<).— if WHfe ^rV ^- 
f"PT£r 'TTTTtTnm' (vjfit ir V ttRjwTT w ’dtTir) 'HftjPm 
if)(;2 'ft srm i, ( i) % Tmiwr 'rttt 

tfr JRT ir^mtT TTfiT % fPT 5P? ?r wt it 

nN" ^ 'Thfr-T ir ift sff rrif F^p ■f^’tfiTq'iT ^ 

% er'FiT ir f^tW^-t '^fiTlft ^ ^it'T’T 'T^t Ttftt- 

WT TTfWT W f^Tirr ^ I 

trV w ?ttT tnrPw i^TT TTrqt'T ir ,i-in-7-t Tt 
WfEtfipTTT ifft vJTT-T 7 WJTTT (l) ^ Um (t) t 
srf^, Tfr iptidiTT WT fern- ^ i 

w ^rrr. ^‘'rfritrir 'Trt'Ttnw ('^fir if TT’ft’T ^ wftRTR’f 
w vifj) fjpTiTTwfr 14(13 T fspET 4 ^ W'JpT »rer>r arfsmft 
^ nrfra- ^ 3:47; Tffw <l7 tpri^fr ^ inr if tr^r- 

TTTT wfa^riw irmr % 1 

if. .tpr: 'frefRTTTr rtfrin w ’ ptknrH 

Trar-TTr Ttr rr^npir rrrrTT ift rrfw % 


SCHEDULE 

Termination of operation of pipeline frorn to 

Name of Ministry Village S.O. No. Date of , Date of 

publica- termina- 
tion in the tion of 
Gazette opera- 
of India tion 

Petroleum Kadi 1546 17-5-75 3-10-74 

[No. 12016/ l/76-L&L/vn] 
K.V. , DESHPANDE, Competent Authority 

^fo <TTo 2510. — 471: , 4(U4r-ri^'i ( tT ■dHifi^i 

^ irftmfr w wfttfTpr»r, i9b2 (if)62 w 

50) *111 urcr 3 ifr (i) % tTtffrr niTTr nwr: 

% r^^'lfTTtFT Tlk 7+1144 rhfTmr (^^IfTaw- frTVTTTT) 5ft 

Wfff^4T Wo Wo TTo .52 5, mrbr 3-1-76 JUT %4fhT 
rTTWl" 4 44 5lftrr[44T it 4414 ,1? f4f4iW 

% 44414 4T144TJ4f W fTOI^ % tItftWT ^ 

f44 trfWT 4174 54 4447 WT4 4Tf44 Wt; 47 I 

4fT 44. 4514 4rfEm^ if? 474 4f4fiT44 5tf 4177 6 5ft 

■344FT ( 1 ) ^ 4tft4 01547: 5d f74>^ ^ 4t ^ I 

4 T 7 474, 44' ^14-14 474777 ^ flH Ic 47 fVWT 477^ % 
4T4T7{ l[4 wfa^TMl % imW ^ r4fiTf^ 1^4'? i? d44>r 

54 TtftmT 5d4T4 5174 54 firfmm f574T ft 1 

44, 44. *rfErf444 5?! 4777 6 5ft 440777 ( 1 ) tHTl 
447T I!rl54 54 !f4t4 54^ ^tTjfpT 47547; rT^pjjrTJ 4tf44 5177?! 
ft fftt 3[4 4ft3^[44T if 4474 ^ 

4 '344'14 44 5rf0447: 47^44754 ^ 5nrt44 % f44 t[4^- 

Sm 4f44 fWTl 41147 ft 1 

tfiT, wir 7J4 aiTT 5ft 440171 (4) jm STOW vrfriTft 54 

5rift4 47771 gtli %5*4 47447 (4^ Ipft ft fir 447 ^^finfl 4 444f4 
54 4fa447 WfttO 47447 ^ fsfftm ftl^ % TTSim rI4 5^7 5tT?7f457 
44 41414 ft, 4ifr TRPFlr Tt 474 44 4, 54 ^441 % 4545R ^ 
54 TPfK 5fr #141 I 


4T4 


4447 773144 % 4tf57Tr4 

454574 5# 5ft 5 | fl l 5 
4T7t4f 


44^ 

5 Wt tio 7 9, 62 it #1 #V 44 - 4 -# & P4i 4r#r 45t 417 4t 4 41 Wfoo^^ 


4^tf744 ■rr#t 1,14(, 17-.5-75 ;t- 10-77 


[40 12010/1/7 0-44 rpTf mr/VII] 
5.0 5 lro 5!IT4T5^, OWO 4Tffr54#t 


S.O. 2609, — ^Whereas by the notification of Government 
of India as shown in the schedule appended hereto and issued 
under sub section (i) of section 6 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 the Right of 
User has been acquired in the lands specified in the schedule 
appended thereto for the transport of Petroleum from drill site 

No. W.H.I. Kadi'4 to G.G.S. in oil 

field in Gqiarat Slate, 

And whereas the Oil & Natural Gas Commission has terminat- 
ed the operations referred to in clause (i) of sub section (1) of 
section 7 of toe said act on .31-10-74. 

Now, therefore, under Rule 4 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Rules 1963, the Competem 
Authority hereby notified the said date as the date of termination 
of operation referred to above. 


7JJ4 ; 471774 

f54T ; 

it?4R7 



54#) 

Thr 

4if(lrpiT4o 

^537: 

TT 

477 ^ 


itii 



0 

(12 

00 


6 9 


0 

0 9 

60 


b 5 


0 

22 

50 


64 


0 

1 5 

75 


59 / 1 


0 

03 

50 


6 0 


0 

03 

50 


54 


0 

1 5 

75 


5 3 


0 

27 

50 


2 5 


0 

19 

00 


42 


0 

02 

00 


6 4/ 1 


0 

08 

75 


64/2 


0 

07 

00 


[40 12016/7/75-ti5ro 7155 qiTo] 



2520 


[Part 11— 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JULY 17, 1976/ASADHA 26, 1898 


S.O, 2610.— Whereas by a notificatioa of the Govt, of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum & Chemicals (Department 
of Petroleum) S.O. No. 525 dated, 8-1-76 under sub-section (1) 
of section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
of User in laind) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the Right of User in the lands 
specified in the schedule appended to that notification for the 
purpose of laying pipelines. 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub sec- 
tion (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to the 
Government. 

And further whereas the Central Government has after con- 
sidering the said report, decided to. acquire the Right of User in 
the lands specified in the schedule appended to this notificatioa 

Now therefore in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby declares that the right of user in the said lands spe- 
cified in the schedule appended to this notification hereby 
acquired for laying the pipelines. 

And further in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
section (4) of that Section, the Central Government directs that 
the right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in the 
Central Government vest on this date of the publication of this 
declaration in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free from all 
encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 


Acquisition of R.O.U.from wellNo. 79, 62 to QGS-cum-CTF 
Kadi. 


State ; Gujarat 

District : Mehsana 

Taluka 

; Kadi 

Village 

Survey No. 

Hec- Are 
tare 

Cen- 

tiaro 

Chalasan 

. 93 

0 

02 

00 


69 

0 

09 

50 


65 

0 

22 

50 


64 

0 

15 

75 


59/1 

0 

03 

50 


60 

0 

03 

50 


54 

0 

15 

75 


53 

0 

27 

50 


25 

0 

19 

00 


42 

0 

02 

00 


64/1 

0 

08 

75 


64/2 

0 

07 

00 


[No, 12016/7/75-L&L] 


Tto 2611. — iRf ^ 'JTtfFr % 

StftfSS R >FT 1962 (l962 ^ 50) ^ OTTT 

3 It?) ( 1 ) ^ S^)3; itWtPT 

Phiet) «t?V Tfo 'ctto sze, nrrOisr 

8-1-7 6 STTT ITTlTiR ^ ?! W^^’s) $ 

PfpHfof tjfrR) % % XfftntR ^ 'rr^TWisfiff ^f) Onjid 

^ ^ ftrrr tt tPEiT wpjpt utl^^ fR firTT oj i 

<fR lET. 3WrT tnftPprf) % VlWPlff if) ITRr 6 V) 
grfHRT ( 1 ) rf ’fTtfht 5?) % ^) $ I 

xiYt iqri), ^ir hwr ^ "R ftsrn: tfR% % 

ipRTtl itTFt^P^nff t) fliPrnT Prfhfe: wFet) lirttfEj 

tt srfOTR wPtit >tR^ Tr ^ i 

SR, *r; 13 ^ xrfWwT sO tiRr 6 sTr i39kirj ( 1 ) ffirr 

spw yrf^ tTWR ^Rtf) 

^ ft: ^*r ^isfiJf ?Rg;'«f) f ftftftcff 3fl5 flftRf r 

igrREr fJT SiftPPR rrftrpTRJT % !RNr ^ ffipj t^jnT 

srfftTT ftNT ^rni t I 


siVt, sfft TO OTTT ») gqwRr (4) BRr irtt stfttRlTr 
5RlRT ^n^TR W) i) ft: TO WpEff ^ 3rR>r 

ipT WftiTR nT5VK fi ftr%T B'ft ^ trsfR ^ xfR MlffFut. 
r'»T '919)11 a, trd) tot) ^ HI TO *r)9rTT t BTRR if) 
IE irrf)w 1?) ft%T !i)9T I 


RfJtrilSRRT 


TT ^)- 2 2 ^ Tni )- 4 TO DTOinTO 
ftror : i)TOHT ^EJTf 


irrtf) 


Ifft 




Trt) 






113/1 

0 

08 

94 

12.5 

0 

00 

50 

126 

0 

03 

12 

eo/3 

n 

08 

17 

eo/ift 

0 

09 

88 

59 

0 

20 

99 

47 

0 

05 

00 

28 

0 

07 

56 

29 

0 

OS 

75 

31 

0 

05 

12 

32 

0 

04 

88 

38 

0 

02 

56 

37 

0 

08 

35 

35 

0 

05 

50 

36 

0 

15 

52 

1 7 / 3/4) 

0 

05 

85 

17/3 

0 

02 

82 

TTi-|T 

0 

02 

20 

IS 

0 

13 

06 

14 

0 

01 

SO 

13 

0 

03 

66 


[*io 1 201 e/ 7 / 76 -q^ tpnr tTO(II)] 


S.O. 2611. — Whereas by a notification of the Govt, of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum & Chemicals (Department 
of Petroleum) S.O. No. 526 dated 8-1-76 under sub-section (1) 
of section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962); the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the Right of User in the lands 
specified in the schedule appended to that notification for the 
purpose of laying pipelines. 


And whereas the (Tompcteivt Authority has under sub-sec 
tion (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to the 
Government. 

And further whereas the Central Government has after con- 
sidering the said report, decided to acquire the Right of Usw 
in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification; 

Now therefore in exercise of the power conferred by subsec- 
tion 1 of the section 6 of the said Act^ the Central Government 
hereby declares that the right of user m the said lands specified 
in the schedule appended to this notification hereby acquired for 
laying the pipelines. 

And further in exercise of the power conferred by sub-sec- 
tion (4) of that Section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall Instead of vesting in the 
Central Government vest on this date'of the publication of this 
declaration in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free from all 
encumbrances. 
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SCHEDULE 


Pipeline from Kadi-22 to 
Stale : Gujarat District 

Kadl-4, 

: Mohsarm 

Trhilt 

i' : K; 

■di 

Cen- 

liare 

Village 

Survey No, 

Hec- 

tare 

Arc 

Aldasan 

113/1 

0 

OR 

94 


125 

0 

00 

50 


126 

0 

05 

12 

Kadi 

60/3 

0 

03 

17 


GO/P 

0 

09 

88 


59 

0 

20 

99 


47 

0 

05 

00 


28 

0 

07 

56 


29 

0 

05 

75 


31 

0 

05 

12 


32 

0 

04 

88 


38 

0 

02 

56 


37 

0 

06 

35 


35 

0 

05 

50 


36 

0 

15 

52 


17/3/P 

0 

05 

85 


17/3 

0 

02 

82 


Carl tr.ick 

0 

02 

20 


15 

0 

13 

06 


14 

0 

01 

50 


13 

0 

03 

66 


[No. 12016/7/76-L&L 


WI0 2612, — TfT: TTWri^ ('ffiT % % 

trFs^rrt Jirr irfirPTW, 1 962 (i962 ttt so) tnrr 

3 ^ ^jwrtr ( l) ^ WfflT VTRTT ^TT'fTTK % ^'TFT!7tT sflTT’rTtPT 
(>lftf^nnfr tV'irnr) ^ 'tiro ^to na 5079 

fTTft'sT 13-11-75 STTf iR^lTT ^ 71?? ^rFtrg;^TqT ^ #5n5T 

*f FtPtF^ ''ijfiTq''f % 3WN % wfa'^rr^ r'r 

% srTyjrE % Ptj? nfVff qrr jrim ?rn7!T ^ftPrir 
TT fttpr «rr i 


strYi: jet: «renT srrFsRTft q ^ ?TrErPT!Ttr >ffl- jtttt g qfr 

( i ) % snrtfl-iT isHTfin: ^ ft- ^ i 

5|Tt flK , qTT; ^Tt^rR ^ gf?r fTTf? Tt fqRR % 
qwTT ^ Jr vjIiTiff Jr wfN 

^ 'rrfsro' qR^ tt f^Er^Rir f^r J i 

*R, tlR: TrfVPERr qfl STRT 6 >51 OTOT(T ( 1 ) gRf 

JRTT qrr srJfN >57^ ^RflJr ?r;q:R iR^apr ^fllvT tRfft 
^ W wfk^Ti'ii ?r5n?r Jf mrr ^rfJnTf 

JT frr ^tFet^tr 'tririr^t f?3nJr % ri't^^t % Ert^ tTiRgnT 

^rf^R Htiqi 'umi ^ I 

wH OTT ^ etrt in RTETRr ( .i) ifR sTRT irrPiRnrf 

ITT Jrifr>T fRfl ^TRTR Mur | fjfr ^ 

if RTTtq VT WFsRTR %i#q- UR^TR if % ^irPT 

wk wPte iT?r ?rrqt7 Jr, rr»ft rrsrqff ^ jr^g- *(■_ ^ 
^ftTiR % JRTRR qfr f fT mflR lO f?rM ^Vrr i 


Wftffi H* o 

73SJJT : 

HRR 3 8 if HM-a ] s 

PtHT Jr^RTFIT 

qrRT iftrh 

qTFr*GT: ippfnT 

hN 

HqSTW ifo 

^'RtR IT !tR f HfeTT 

1 

2 

3 4 

tSTTSTTR 

343 

9 24 61 


344 

0- 05 53 


341 

0 06 60 
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1 


q'-TER 


2 


3 

4 

'J. s 

0 

1 n 

88 


0 

0 3 

1 5 

2 (f 

0 

07 

7G 

27 

0 

1 1 

18 


0 

04 

50 

.17 

0 

3 0 

3 6 


0 

18 

1 5 

,3 , 5 /, 8 

ct 

1 0 

1 3 

:m/ (1 

0 

O'^ 

85 

[Hu 

12 01 6/ 1 g/ 7 ,5-iTH peH 

oh] 


S.O. 2612, — Whereas by a notification of th* Govt, of 

India in the Ministry of Petroleum & Chemicals fDopartinent of 
Petroleum) S.O. No. 5079 dated 13-1 U75 under sub-section (1) 
of section 3 of the Petrol ;um Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land) Act, 1952 (50 of 1952), tli; Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the Right of User in the lands 
specified in the .Schedule appended to that notification for the 
purpose of laying pipelines; 

And whereas the Competent Autharity hit under sub- 
section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to the 
Government; 

And further, whereas tlie Central Government has after con- 
sidering the said report, decided to acquire the right of user in 
the lands specified in the Schedule appended to this notification; 

Now, therefore in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central Oovom- 
ment hereby declares that the right of user in the said lands 
specified in the schedule appended to this notification hereby 
acquired for laying the pipelines; 

And further in exercise of the power confen'cd by sub- 
section (4) of that Section, the Central Government directs that 
the right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in the 
Clcntral Government vest on this date of the publication of this 
declaration in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free from all 
encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


For laying pipeline from 

drill 

site 

No. Sanand 38 to 


Sanand 

18 




State : Gujarat 

District 

: Mohsana 

TalukatKalol 

Villages 

Block 

Hectare 

Are 

Centiaro 


No. 





Khatraj 

343 


0 

24 

61 


344 


0 

05 

53 


341 


0 

06 

60 

Sanawad 

25 


0 

10 

88 


Cart-track 


0 

03 

15 


26 


0 

07 

76 


27 


0 

11 

18 


28 


0 

04 

50 


37 


0 

30 

36 


36 


0 

18 

15 


35/8 


0 

10 

13 


35/6 


0 

05 

85 

[No. 1201 6/1 6/75-L&L] 


Msfl, 3 0 1 9 7 G 

qtio WT‘>26i3 , — rt: ^^trtrq'q', 'TRq'TnR 
% WfiRtRTr ST^>T) wFktMr, 1962 ( 1962 TT 50) >51 mTT 3 
>51 34MKI ( 1 ) % STtflfi' 'qRlT IR^fiR ^1 ?fk fG i qq 

rfflTqif ('IjYFsr'T'T Prqrq) qfl wFirg;^ itTii ho 5077 


47 GI/76— 4 
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29-1 1-75 5RT 

if f^rPitTO' w^Ppilr % ^ tI Tl^wiT^t 

sfft % ;nfUPT ^Tf%?r >P77f ■rn' wrr wrwir wlppr 

SR iqr I 

wIT IT^ITT RTtPfiTfr ^ ^3W •Pt HTO 6 iff 

^(nTr ( 1 ) <r !TEft^ ^Rfpn: Pwli ^ ^ 1 1 

wIt; ?mf, qtr; HTTPTT ^ TW fwt^: TT PT^ 

% Titwr sqPj^iw ^ ^ PrftrfrsT igWr if 

^q q)q qq iqftpiTrT: qn^ qq ftPHK'qq fWr t i 

qrq, lEPT. qrfWiqq q^V ffiTT 6 "pI otiutt ( i ) am 

JTqqi qrpRT qq srqYq qiq^ %qfrq iiq^qr qfte 

spqqt % fif7 (ifa^fw qr fqfqfq^ qqq 

if wffq qq qfuqqq; wrqrrq % Rqlsrq ^ Prt I'.naffiTf 
qf^rq ftniT qqqr ^ i 

qnr qq mrT Tf qqtfnr ( 4 ) sht arq qrfqqqt qq 
qqlq qiT?r %^q iTfqqq fq^ ^ ^ 1% qqq vjfq^ if 
qqqfq qq ^ffqqrn' %qffq qTqiR if pT%r fflif % q^iq 
RffPrqi ^q qnqfq if, ^nff qqqit ^ i^qq qq if, rq q'mr % 
jfqqqq qff ^q fn^ru qit ftffrq ?rqf 1 


SCHEDULE 

Laying pipeline frpni Sanand-39 to GGS at S.I.P. 

State : Gujarat District : Mehsana Taluka ; Kadi. 

Village Survey No. Hectare Are Centiare 

Thol . . . 1423 1 12 07 

[No. 12016/10/75-L&L] 

qtio WTo 2814 .— qq: ^Pqqq , (ijfif qqiftq 

^ qftrqqq; qq q^) qfirfqqq, 1902 (i 902 qr5o) qff 
sfRf 3 qff qqtfRf ( 1 ) ^ quq qqqqT % ^fftrqq 
wlq Tqrqq qqrqq (qjlfqqq f^fq) qff qfg^^^qqr qqo mo 

qo 50 76 , diqfqr 13-11-7.5 ertr "^Iq qqqqr ^ qqqfqijqqf 
t w>q wfg^r q fqfiifW »j;rqqt ^ qqqtq ^ qrfErqnq: qff 
qHHMUHf qf fqsqif % Ma'DiH % ftw qfqq qrq qq ^iw mnpr 
qff% qtT fqqf qr 1 

^ff r qq- q^tqq qrfqqqA ^ qqq qftffifqq qff tiro- 0 qff gq- 
(jRt { 1 ) q qafq q^irq qff f-qft^ «r ft ^ 1 

ifYf qfii, qq- qt^'i-r qqqi-R % qqq fqff^ qq fq^R qrrif 
% qqqqfi; ?ff ^ffti^qr q q^R if fqfqf^ q-rqqf if qq- 
jffqqq ^fftfqqq ’ffirq qrr^ qrr fqfq?mf fqtqr t 1 


qqrq 39 if qqo mfo ffo qq qffo qffo rrqo qqi qf^qiirf-q 

froi^ % ftq^ 

-tqqq : ’jjRTrT fjpi I : ^-^*ftqf qr^qq : qqqf 

irtq qqaw q'o ^qjqq T^Rf ^i^qr 


OT, *rq: qqq wfirfqqq qff tfRf g qff ^jqiTRr ( 1 ) irt 
5RtT wfqq "pr qqfq qR^ jq %?tftq fRqiR qq^Rf qffiqq qR^ ^ 
fqr qrrsrg;q-qr if qfTR if fqfqfqeq ^qq 'tjfirtff if qqtffq 
qrrqfrtrqrrT qf^qtqqfq fqtsr^ % q-frirq Ir %#qqi^RT qrfqtr 
fqrqf oifqrS - 1 


«i>r , .1 423 1 12 07 


[qo 120 16/ 1 0/75 qtr q^ qq] 


Now Delhi, the 30th June, 1976 

S.O. 2613,— Whereas by a notification of the Govt- 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum & Chemicals (Department 
of Petroleum) S.O. No. 5077 dated 29-11-75 under sub-section (I) 
of section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the Right of User in the Lands 
specified in the Schedule appended to that notification for the 
purpose of laying pipelines; 


And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub- 
section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to the 
Governmenl ; 

And further whereas the Central Governmenl has after con- 
sidering the said report, decided to acquire the right of user in 
the lands specified in the Schedule appended to this notification; 

Now therefore in exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (I) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central Govein- 
ment hereby d^laros that the right of user in the said land sne- 
cified in the Schedule appended to this notification hereby acquired 
for laying the pipelines; 


of the power conferred by siib-scctio 
(4) of that Section, the Central Government directs that the rigf 
of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in the Ccntri 
Government ywt on this date of the publication of this declar: 
on in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free from all encuii 
ranees. 


q^Vr, mq qq aRi qft qqtjRf ( 4) jRr rtti qlwff qtr 
a-qpl fRq:Rfq^^qf^ fq: qqq if qqq>r qrr 

trhiqrR ^rjfhr tRqrR Jr fqffq- 51^ ^ ^ rfht qrsfqqr qq wpftq 

^r, qq) qqqit f) rjqq ft Jr, ^q qpRrr % wr^rq qf) w qpffg- 
qt) fqf^q wW 1 

qqR 1 nW: 3 3 ^ riffo af)o irqu — qqo m^o if)o qq; 

mwiT^q fsTTOT^ % firq 

qrw qjirm p(iqr ; J-^qrqr qrtjqq : qq^) 

qfq- qqwq ^ir qurryf ( r fc qT 

* 1 )^ ■ 1423 0 93 26 

[q^^ 120 1G/l0/75-qqq'iiqtT-II.] 
qqo %o sfTFT, qwT qf^ 


S.O. 2614,— Whereas by a notification of the Govt, of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum & Chemicals (Depart- 
ment of Petroleum) S.O. No. 5076 dated 13-11-75, under 
sub-.section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum Pitjelincs (Acquisition 
of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the Right of User 
in the Lands .specified in the Schedule appended to that notifi- 
cation for the purpose of laying pipelines; 

And whereas tlio Cnnipetent Autliority has under sub-section 
(1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to the Govern- 
ment ; 

And furihfr whereas the Central Government has after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of user 
in the lands specified in the Schedule appended to this notifi- 
cation; 
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Now therefore in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby declares that the right of user in the said lands 
specified in the schedule appended to this notification hereby 
acquired for laying the pipelines; 

And further in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of that Section, the Central Government directs that the right 
Of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in the Central 
Government vest on this date of tire publication of this declara- 
tion in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free from all encum- 
brances, 

SCHEDULE 

For laying pipeline from Sanand 1 & 33 to GGS -SIP 
State ; Gujarat District- Mchsana Taluka : Kadi. 

Village Survey Hectare Arc Centiare 

No. 

Thol . , . 1423 0 93 26 

[No. 12016/10/75-UkL/ll] 

S. K. OlHA, Under Secy 

TrarmJT 

ftrwPT) 

1 artrrf, 1979 

Tto etvh: ^ vnxtfpr (VfsiKin 'tfritt, 

^rtrffnm, 1950 (i956 102 ) "ft itttt 20 ifr TTarTT 

( 3 ) % ET'ir hfer ( 1 ) t; tTiJJTTVT Jt OTo #o^lo -sflr- 

TP7PT, ^4rrfl’ rin tn® 

^ Fn d4?ld T M'FrET ftr^Tt ^ T f»pqT 1 1 

’ctet: iT^‘3«Rr tnxT 20 sfl ( 3 ) %fn’4 

tftfT grotw ( I ) trr ^T-jtnTir 

vTrer ^rwn: % wk 'tfwrc rf^rnw "Pt 22 rtf, 

1976 411 *TfKrgj44T tmi 'ffo 11019/ 1/75 irTTo qfo ifo 

^ Rl 1(9 tf ff?ffEnT 4 ; <,,11 

gw Jiftr^gr Jr 'R'pri; jRt rnfr^fitr ” stih % 

w.rr 2 wk trVkh: siHFs % 

WET tR fkgMg'tr «tk sikfk tarwl 

srpr, ?T«rfq;; — 

2 . ‘'Tro 'flu ko fiktr, 

wiR? Jr4T rr^rfr^KKi, 

4^ fitrwfr 1 ” 

[tfwr 'ff-l I01y/l/7b <rif 

ntto Mtfkrmd, W JTf'^ 

MINISTRY OF HEALTH & FAIVULY PLANNING 
(Dcparluient of Heiiltli) 

New Delhi, the 1st July, 1976 

S.O. 2615. — Wheicas the Ccnti.d Government has, in 
pursuance of sub-section (1) read wlih sub-section (3) of 
section 20 of the Indian Medical Council ,^ct, 1956 (102 of 
1956), nominated Dr. P. P. Goel, Director General of Health 
Services, New Delhi, to be a member of the Post-graduate 
Medical Education Committee vice Dr. J, B. Srivastava who 
has since retired from the Government service with effect 
from the 22nd March, 1976, 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (1) read with 
sub-section (3) of section 20 of the said Act, the Central 


Government hereby makes the following amendment in the 
notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Health and Family Planning No, V. 1 1019/1/7.5-MPT, dated 
the 22nd May, 1975, namely : — 

In the said notification, under the heading “Nominated 
by the Central Government”, for serial No. 2 and tlie existing 
entiy relating thereto, the following serial No. and entry 
shall be substituted, namely ; — 

2, “Dr. P. P, Goel, 

Director General of Health Services, 

New Delhi”, 

[No. V, 11019/1/76-MPT] 
S. SRINIVASAN, Dy. Secy. 


25 1976 

TU WU 2616 — hVtTsI wk JFTTtFT tmpft 1940 

( 1940 w 23) 4?) tnrr 20 grtmi ( 2 ) irt rw Trfwfr 
R irPt 4rr:^ gtr, ^"pr ^rtpr giii 'flo %Tfipp 

wfipikt, rmsftir vk wPmwT, mfwwN Yt 

Yhfw nk srmarT urmf) kw, 1945 ir tik h 

(i) Jj- kPTf4'53 Tflrkk % PtT?r Tpal yT srtwinTJi' 

vtlLd % krr uoPi/t fmfiWP k'Jfd f crfl ^ I 

[tfo 1 1033/ t/76-^oir'^'7^oirFr] 


New Delhi, the 25th June, 1976 

S.O. 2616, — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2) of section 20 of the Drugs and Cosmetics Act, 
1940 (23 of 1940), the Central Government hereby appoints 
Dr. P. D. Sethi, Senior Scientific Officer, Central Indian 
Pharmacopoeia Labomtoiy, Ohaziabad, as Ooverament Ana- 
lyst, for the whole of India, In respect of all dmgs other 
than the drugs specified in the Schedules C (1) to the Dnigs 
and Cosmetics Rules, 1945. 

[No. X. 11033/1/76.D&MS] 


4tkwft, 26^4, 1976 

Ro Wlo 2617 — Wkftl sfit RTTtr4 tTnEf) WfuFm, 1940 
(l940 R 23 ) EOTT 21 SHT RTT i!Tr'PT4f R Wk Wk 
§ir, %rKV4 RRT ( 1 ) ’Fr TTiRk ireerk-, fktsR, ksk 
sftirrtl 4144; 7(454, ^fStPlf) 4fT4, 4414, ( 2 ) 'k knrfk 

rkrftr ('udW) %'5t4 474*6 f4W4 4454 4 ) 4 , 

RTwn, Rk ,( 3 ) «ft 4k4 vrnf4- rfWk kfraFP, kifPr Fikfa- 
4T44I f445r4 7(454 , 4fif44( 4)4 , 47T4 % 

fkl 4W nkPriW ^ 54)447rf PdOW' (4^44 "tivcfi ^ I 

[Ro r(o tr^o H03 1 / 1/70 tftotTirj trrroCprl 
^4414 4PJ, 4R 4rw 


New Delhi, the 26th June, 1976 

S.O. 2617. — In exeicise of the powers coufcired by sec- 
tion 21 of the Drugs and Cosmetics Act, 1940 (23 of 1940), 
the Central Government hereby appoints (1) Shri Alapati 
Krishna Dev, Drugs Inspector, Central Drugs Standaixi Cont- 
rol (Organisation, South Zone, Madras, (2) Shri Debasish 
Ray, Driig^s Inspector, Central Drugs Standard Control Orga- 
nisation, East Zone, Calcutta, and (3) Shri Kapil Jlbargava, 
Drugs Inspector, Central Drugs Standard Control Organisa- 
tion, West Zone, Bombay, as Inspectors for the purposes of 
the said Act for the whole of India. 

[No, X. 11031/1/76-D&MS] 
P. N. SADHOO. Under Secy. 
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MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE & IRRIGATION 
(Department of Food) 

ORDER 

Now Delhi, the 18th June, 1976. 


^'1: 18 5];^, 1976 

•To wTt'29ia, — ITT ifr'jTjr <[<71 IT ?r ’irrfl' 

IJR! TTrfhcT nV IJIO' k^fiTiT % 17 TT 

f[7rr 'PP-Tf'TT jTTi fV7 errfT 

9(^7, PbTdt cTcrr r^T-.T F9T TriT'TT' 'PT stt ^ TT 

t TCrinp qro 5TftTr7T9, 1964 ( 19S1 Tif 37) ^ 

tTRr 1 I T TTffhT vrffFT Trnr ^799 7 ^79 f i 

ihYt 99. 91117 f9Vi9r , iTcft9 ’91?! f9^9r'T99'T , 'TTrt'^ pT^T- 
fT9r 51)7: i^rw f9'*iT9 % ^79 991 9T9tlT9'T if 99!? 9.t Ti? 
I TflT TTf^99 2991 ^ 9r'99 if iT9 fiT49[err'ir9 wftrFTfTTT 

jOt: ^Tpqrf'tT) 9 ^9(19 97999 ^1 HTTliJ 16 Tl^'T, 1971 

9p79iT % 7F97T7: ir -jirii ^rfrei t vfiTirnr 

ilT?r (199 ^ 1799171 9 999 ’999 Wr99 99 T99 ’!ir9f999 q?) £T1T 
1 2 11 9?) TJTOUT (l) ^ TlilJT jrir 99T tT^TPilTt ^99T 9?1 

ifr f( I 

qiT *19 91191 (999 ^ *rrtrf9il9, 1 U(. 1 ( 1 96 4 99 .3 7) 991 
*13^99 TruflflFT ^ inTT 12 9 jriT 999 19(9911) 99 SfllT 
9799 jq %ijf|ll iKTlT q^r^IFl (9771)9(^9 ?ira''T9fT91 *tk 

77ii-9lf7jff 9i) 97^79 9. 11199 91 9^ 91691 9 VH'lflfl' WVS PupT 
9 F9T9r9lfT9 +Tll'V ^ — 


991 

Ho 19 ( 99716 ) 

TT 

%fffV9 HT47IT 
^ H!f)9 

fV|.T 99 

9T F4T9r 

t 

F«TT9n9T7'iT 

V 94)9 

ifijfrq- Hwx 
47 Htfi'i 
fsTH 99 

97 'i 

VTMcffq 
fiPTH IPT 

P9T9TH4- 

79) *66 

01 6)91 

1 

2 


1 

5 

L 

■Hr qHo 9)0 HfPDTiff 

WPTTF 

739-(71^'17 

1-3-69 



t9i^'17 



2 . 

isf) !Toff)o TtH-Joff 

9(919 

rf)9r9 

-9^- 






3. 

isfr 970 TTri(^ 

— 

9477f(iTf( 





tr^m' 


4 . 

isf) ^0 if)inis9vr9 


9(6*5 9)9TIT 

-9f)- 



97tih Fijfs; 

raTT 


5 

>sf) .s^o quo 7449904 

— 

971 ( 96)9447 

-9!f)- 

(7 

irfV sffh 5riT9 

^1979 9 


5- 7- (t y 



9T-3 

9Y- J 


7 . 

nfr fflo it-Kl'T 

91499 941- 

DITlfnf) 

i-,i-(jy 



1T7PTT 

9^)947 





^•9-1 


Sr 

19 ) 99 ) 

’Ff9S3 

9(795 

-w- 




'Rr6 


9. 

'4) r7(HT9- fJT9 

HTrrffr 

997) 4) 

-9^r- 

10 

W) ifo 

9)'17)9R 

iiiWrqn- 

-9K>- 

1 1. 

■so io tf)fSrT7TT9 

ktIwr 

hWttt 

-9^- 



[90 57 / 8 / 

/'3-r9;off)o- iii(gT79-6)] 



sffo 

■39 9(99 


S.0.2618. — Whereas the Central Government has ceased 
to perform the the fiirnctions of purchase, storage, movement, 
transport, di.stribution and sale of foodgrains done by the 
Department of Food, the Regional Directors of Food, the Pro- 
curement Diicctoiatcs and the Pay and Accounts Offices of the 
Department of Food which under section 13 of the Food Cor- 
poi’ations Act, J964 (37 of 1964) are the functions of the Food 
Corporation of India; 

And whereas the following officers and employees serving in 
the Department of Food, the Regional Directorates of Food, 
the Procurement Directorates and the Pay & Accounts Offices of 
the Department of Food and ongiigcd in the performance of the 
functions meniioned above have not, in response to the circular 
oHIic Central Government dated the 16th April, 1971, intimated, 
within the date specified therein, their intention of not becoming 
employees of the Food Corporation of India as required by the 
proriso to suh-scclion (I) of section 12-A of the said Act; 

Now ihcicfore, in exercise of the power.s conferred by section 
12-A of ffie Food Coiporations Act, 1964 (37 of 1964), as 
amended up to date, the Central Govornmet hereby transfers the 
following officers and employees to the Food Corporation of 
India with effect from the date mentioned against each of them: 


SI. Name of the Ofliccr/ 
No. employee. 

Permanent 

Po.st 

held 

under the 
Central 

Govt. 

Post 

held 

under 

the 

Contra] 
Govt, 
at the 
time of 
transfer 

Date 

of 

trans- 
fer to 
tlio 
Food 
Cor- 
pora- 
tion of 
India. 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. .Sbri S. C. Rliatta- 
charjee 

Assistant 

Director 

TJcputy 

Director 

1-3-69 

2. Shii U.C. Varan- 
dani 

Godown 

Supt. 

Godown 

Supdt. 

-do- 

3. Shii K. Samu 


Technical 

Asstt. 

-do- 

4. Sliii K, Gopala- 
krishnari 

Junior 

Godow'n 

Keeper. 

Senior 

Godown 

Keeper 

-do- 

5. .Shri B S. .faga- 
nnath 


Quality 

Inspector 

-do- 

6. Shri Om Prakasli 

Draftsman 

Gr. Ill 

Draftsman 
Or. Ill 

5-7-69 

7. Sltii B. De’.adpss 

fumigation 

Asstt. 

Technical 
Asstt..- 
Gr. I 

1-3-69 

8. Sm' Alano-lu 

Junior 

Clerk 

Senior 

Clerk. 

-do- 

9. Shri IFinuman 
Smgh. 

Peon 

Peon 

-do- 

10. Shu K Snbbar.ryalu TVatchm.in 

Walcliman 

-do- 

11. Shri K, Snund.iJa- 

Watchman 

Watchman 

•do- 


rajan. 


[No.52/73-FC-IlI(Vol. VI] 
D, KRISHNAMURTHI. Dy. Secy, 
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Sec. 3(ii)] 

fir*nn) 

28^, 197G 

f5To >HIo 2619. — ^ wFg- 

1 9 5 7 ( I 9 .■) 7 20 ) ifl HTO 4 ^ ^UTTI ( 1 ) ^ 

TOfR % 3:irf m\m (^WTr k»Tr6) ^ wFiRj^^rr to 
>Fro ^rro 53 J, 7 i97fi jm, ’rvnrr t 

?Tr(J?J^6T t t M^TfCZ Tfrit?! t 69.90 

I^IPT (^^744) ’Tf 29.28 |f?TC (^•T*TT) ■<3;FiTtl t 

fiftr 'j'Ttsm fl-Tt tf fr «fi ; 

wV ^-r^Vq- fRqTR ’T'lrtirrT irqr g'n: vj^finn t 

?T^', ir4, %7 J>t HTiFK, TtqFTT TTt >ta' sfF Frtrt) 

wF(jftJT>T, 1957 (1957 '6T 20) TV OTR 7 >61 ^OTR (l) 
SnXT IRfT wFritf lfifr<T »PTt 5<T, 5'Tt t 

69,90 tt^TT (frqqir) ^TF 28.23 (^'F'ff^) TltT irftTt 

Tt wFtFT rtr ^ ITTt ^TFWiT 4^ FF^iTF iffF ?; I 

2. \n itTfiiFF-^^F T 'K'R't^F 5rrt ^rtt' «^3r ^ ^ft FrIwii 
F iTFT^ % rifFri, PrfttVff (Fr^) t m ttrirr ^ 

FW l-FfTRftr^ If^J, ^FJPFffF t m t'fR upF^rStfSH 

ftftF^ (tFsiRT % ^FFJTffTFr triroT ?r^Fr, rrtf (ftfir) 

t ffFJTF 3rr ^%ITF I 

3. >ttiT^F i-w5f>fr.T %\^r ^tp^f pf ^'Stt 

FFTPI^F IITF ^rrtFFT'TfT % fffiflT WR" srrFeTPFt % VT t 
FPRT PiFF ^ I 

ITR^^r 

3rf^ swFP iptiRTT TFt (TO 

turrft^ to Tnrf5r/2o/76 
flTftJT 9-3-76 (pJFRt 5Ff%?F'tl' FJrrt 

RTtf w[Frrt ^fteT’tF’if I) 

"PR^ITFRF — 'X 


^rtl irFtrPFRl' 



RTRT 

RTRT 

to 


rd'Ruft 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 0 

7 

1 . RJlftRTRT Fn RltlR 


192 

fRRtttg 

WtfWRF 

2. 1 

” 

193 

)t }} 

" 

^rr 

2.05tR'P (R9RR) 

1.0 7 fRiRT (RRiRT) 



JJuf'TTtiT^ ftRTFJTit RTR t ^rTFR fpFJ SFlt RTt ?io- 

311 ('RFir), 312 ('AFR), 322 ('RUl), 454 (tf), 171-174 
(■Rnr). 475 (Rnr), 177 (WR), 478 ('RFir), 479 ('619) 

18) ('RFP), 18,5 (RFP), 186, 487, 489 (rTP), 190(1X19), 
th 4 9 2 ('RI9) I 

lft4Itt7F IITR t ^xftTX ftnr uut RXt Xfo ■ — 

223 ('RFT) tk 225 ('Rnr) 


ttUT R9tT : — 

R;-^: — IRT^ Jjuftstrt FmitVx UTR ^ 'ffTR tWF 3 1 2 t iftt 
girtH iFRIS: to 311 RTlWlfw Tft^tF ttRT^FXFT<T 
XOT antV 1 1 

u — 9— ITIRT iJiJTFldl^ FnXxtRXTnT ^RRto 31 1, 492, 
490, 489, 478, 475, 474 tlX 454 XnXT ttWl^ 

nnx^ 'RR to 22 5 ttx 22 3 t ^tPT (ufXo RRo XTTo 
to 2394, mTtia 17-8-65 % WRUK TlTlTT m?T 
(nftRtk ftRlX) nrfufRlTR, 1957 911 UTTT 9 (i) % 

^xttr xttxF wtf ^Ff xxfippftFT ttrr »pt rfr |) untl^ i 

q_q — RXR RF CfrU to 223 wlx 225 ^ 
iJijfRFRt Fl'UlflYx RFR % CITTT Ro 454 tk 474 
t ?tRF4; ^ ^ I 

q — ^1 — ?nPR ^fqpYRf ItRlTlfk RIR ^ 'RTS to 174, 47 1, 
477, 478, 479, 485,88 1,.322 tVX 3 ! 2 t itRiX FRltl t 
fTRT WRfi-RP 'rf' RR ftRffr | I 


Rtx srftmfr. — 

F^wnr - II 


R.R twr IXTR 

RTRl RTRF f^TFRI 

f^tx 

1 . trtt frg 

Ro 

. fiFft^F? 193 fRiTR>g 

xxiftrRF 

2 . JRfTRTRV 

„ 194 

n 


. 67. 2 5 rrsFil 

RT 27. 2 1 ^RWR (RRRR) 



ttCFSt? PTR twftrT fspo Rnt RFt CtTFSto : — 

114 (RFR), 115 (RFR), 1 16 (rFR), 117 (Ritx), 118 (RFR), 
120, 121 (RiR), 122 (rTR), 124 ('RFir) 125 (rPT), 
126 (RFR), 155 ('RTr), 156 (RTo), 157 (tFR), 158 
(»lT’r)l59 (rTR), UiU (rTR), 164 (RFR), 165 (RFR), 
(VFR), 172 (-RPr), 173 (RTr), 174, 175, 176 (hFR), 177 
166 (virR), 200 (rFR), 201 ('RFl), 214 (RIR), 215, 216 
(■RIR),217 (RFt), 222 ('RR), 223 ('Rlt), 246 (RTR), 
248 (RFl) 249 (RFR), 250 (RTr), 252, 
353 (RXR), 254 ('RTR), 255 (RFT), 256 t 315, 
316 (RFR), 31 7, 3 18, 3 19, 320, 321 (rXR) 

322 (riR) , 323, 324 (rFR) , 325 ('fXTR) tF 326t 350 
R;,Xg4=Xld RIRt TIR RXt 'FRlRto: — 

2030 ('Rr9),tR 2119 (RFr), 2120 (RFR), 2131 (-RPr), 
2 122, 2 12 J,j2 12 4, 2 1 2 5, 2 1 2 G, 2 1 2 7 (rIR), 2138 (rTR) 
2129 (RTR), 31 30 2 1 31, 3 1 33 (RIR) ttR .30 0 9 (rTR) , 

9 — 2= — RRR FjRRTrP 1 Xr RTRT^R t XXrR'R gitt I 

t ttr tlRyfFg RIR ^ to 223, 24G, 2,50, 253, 
2.5 1, 355, 2 19, 2 18, 249, 3 16, 32 1, 332,334, 335, 

2is tg'rv (ti n'TuVxVg trV gxR xt ixtrrt 

fFRl RF, RTO ^XFo to 3394, TlftRI 1-8-63 % RFJTTFT, 
RFF'X^lTifrt tffR (iTRFTRlRfRPTR) IFrolfFTRR, 195 7 471 

(nn 9(1) i Wtl'R 5TiR tt RTHI-R ttiT >PT RPT 
RTtf I I 
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firj ‘r’ TrnrvT ^ ^fk ittr ^ 

Ro 3009, 2129, 2128, 3127 (^t ^ro fTlo 

3045, ^rf\^ 15-10-63 % 

(fk Pttw) irruPro-ff, 1957 ^ unir 9{i) % 
ifftfrT Rkr Tl 7TR t ^ 

^^k tr^o ^ ^ ^fkr 

IT k^nfr I 


Plot numbers to bo acquired in village Mukhpito, mai 
Plpratanr ; — 

3 1 1 (Part), 312 (Part), 322 (Part), 454(P), 471 (Part) 474 (Part), 
475 (Part), 477 (Part), 478 (Part), 479 (Part), 484 (Part), 485 
(Part), 486, 487, 488, 489 (Part), 490 (Part), & 492 (Part). 

Plot numbers to bo acquired in village Dhobidih ; — 

223 (Part) & 225 (Part). 

Boundary Description :— 


fTjTirrfl' urn il (^ffoirq'o #t> rffo 

4?) ^fciikt wkntkr 4?) n’knfeTt tfritr "ct 'unr |) 
^lul % I 

w-TT-iT-iT — TrraTT fXgTirrk triir % 213.3 ^ 

?rfr 1IT'T% Ro 116, 117,115, 114, 122, 
12 1, 124, 125, 1 26, 1 5 5, 158, 1 59, 180, 164, 165, 
166, 172, 17.3, 177, 176, 200, 201, 202, 214, 217, 
223 tr"k 2 23 ^ ?it4n; wfT ^ f^'5 TT ^1 

[Ho 19 (4l)/75-7fto ie 
ir^o RITo tTc ftjajt, HT 


MINISTRY OF ENFaiGY 
(Ilepartnient of Coal) 

Now Delhi, the 28th June, 1976 

S. O- 2619.— Whereas by the notification of the Govein- 
mont of India in the Ministry of Energy (Department Of Coal) 
No . S.O. 533 dated the 7th January, 1976. under sub-section (1) 
"of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and Develop- 
ment) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), the Central Government gave notice 
of its intention to prospect for coal in 69.90 acres (approximately) 
or 28.28 hectares (approximately) of the lands in the locality 
specified in the Schedule appended to that notification. 

And whereas the Central Government is satisfied that coal 
is obtainable in the said lands; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 7 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition 
and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), the Central Govem- 
nicnt hereby gives notice of its intention to acquire the lands 
measuring 69.90 acres (approximately) or 28.28 hectares 
(approximately) described in ihc Schedule appended hereto. 

2. The plan of the area covered by this notification may be 
inspected in the office of Iho Deputy Commissioner Giridih (Bihar) 
or in the office of the Coal Controller, 1 Council House Street 
Calcutta or in the Office of the Central Coal fields limited, 
(Roveijuo Section) Darbhanga House, Ranchi (Bihar). 

3. The Coal Controller, 1 -Council House Street, Calcutta 
has been appointed by the Central Government as the competent 
authority under the Act. 


SCHEDULE 
Dhobidih-Jatkutl Block 
Giridih Coalfield 

DRG. No. Rev/20/76 
Dated 9-3-76 

(Showing lands to be acquired). 
Sub-Block— I 

All Rights 

Serial Village Thana Thana District Area Remarks 
No. ^_No. 

L Mukhpitemai Giridih 192 Giridih Part 

Pipialanr 

2. Dhobidih ,, 193 ,, », 


Total Area ; 2.65 acres (approximately) 
or 1 .07 hectares (approximately) 


A-B line passes through plot no. 312 and along the part Western 
boundary of plot no. 311 of village Mukhpitomai 
Plpratanr. 

B-Clinc passes tffiough plot nos, 311, 492, 490, 489, 478, 475 
474 & 454 of village Mukhpit-mai-Pipratanr and through 
plot nos. 225 & 223 of village Dhobidih (which forms 
part common boundary of the areas acquired u/s (9)(l)of 
C.B.A. (A&D) Act, 1956 vide S.O. No. 2394 dt. 17-8-63. 

C-D line passes through plot nos. 223 & 225 of village Dhobidih 
and plot nos. 454 & 474 of village Mukhplt-Oma 
Plpratanr. 

D-A line passes through plot nos. 474, 471, 477, 478, 479 
485, 484, 322 and 312 of village MukhpUomal-Pipratanr. 
and meets at starting point ‘A’. 

Sub-Block-lI 


SI. Village 

No. 

Thana 

Thana District Area Remarks 
No. 

1. Dhobidih 

Giridih 193 Giridih Part 

2. Kurhurbaree 

>» 

194 


Total 

or 

area:— 67.25 acres (approximately) 
27-21 hectares (approximately) 


Plot numbers to be acquired in village Dhobidih 

114 (Part), 115 (Part), 116 (Part), 117 (Part), 118, 120, 121 
(Part), 122 (Part), 124(Part), 125 (Part), 126 (Part) 153 (Part ), 
156 157. 158 (Part), 159 (Part), l60 (Part), 164 (Part), 165 Par ), 
166 (Part). 172 (Part), 173(Part), 174, 175, 176 (P^t) 177 (P^t). 
200 (Part), 201 (Pact), 202 (Part), 214 (Part), 215, 2l6 (Part), 217 
C^rt), 222 (Part), 223 (Part), 246 (Part), 248 (Part), 249 (Part), 
230 (Part), 252, 253 (part), 254 (Part), 253 (Part), 256 ‘o 3l5, 
316 (Pan) 317. 318, 319, 320, 321 (Part). 322 (Part), 323 (Part) 
324 (Part); 325 (Part), & 326 to 350. 

Plot numbers to be acquired in village Kurhurbaree 

2030 (Part), Railway 2119 (Part), 2120 (Part), 2121(Part), 2122 
2123 2124 2125. 2126, 2127 (Part), 2128 (Part), 2129 (Part) 
213o’, 2131,’ 2133 (Part), & 3009 (Part). 

Boundary Description 

C^E line starts from common point of sub-Block-1 and passM 
through plot numbers 223, 246, 250, 253, 254, 255, 249 
248, 249, 316, 321, 322, 324, 325, 348 of village Dhobidih 
(which forms part common boundary of the area 
Sired u/s 9(1) of the C.B.A, (A&D) Act. 1957, vide S.O. 
No. 2394 dt. 17-8-63 upto the common boundary 
village Dhobidih and Kurhurbaree. 

R„F line starts from point ‘E’ and passes through plot number 

3009 2129, 2128, 2127 of village Kurhurbaree (which froms 
Dart ’common boundary of the area acquired u/s 9(1) of 
C.B,A. (A&D) Act, 1957. vide S.O. No. 3045 
dated 15-10-63 and meets at the boundary of NCDC s 
Kurhurbaree Colliery. 

F-G line passes through village Kurhurbaree (which foms part 
common boundary of NCDC’s Kurhurbaree Colliery. 

G-H-LC lines pass through plot number 2133 of village Kur- 
hurbacce then through plot numbers 116, 117, 115, 114, 
122 121. 124, 125, 126, 155, 158, 159, 160, 164, 165, 166 
Wl. 173, 177, 176, 200. 201, 202. 214, 217 . 222 & 225 
of village Kurhurbaree and meets at point C . 

[No. 19 ( 41 )/ 75 -CEL] 
S. R. A. RIZVl, Dy. Sccy. 
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jfhr^sr mV TfsnwT 

qw) 

qf 28 1976 

fTo Wo 2620. — fwiwmwi (fqqTwr qi 

fqfwTwr) F^tiT, 1968 ir wfto w 

srrwr, qmTTT (Prqtwi qrr ftf^wr) nffirPTwr, i948 
( 1948 qrr 9) tun 4 qft ^srm (1) irt qw 
wmr AWT ^ wnwr (qpiwH qw) 

lrfH^(WTT qw 789 wflU 4 414^(1, 1976 % Wflq WW 

% Tnrw, wr 2 , urir 3, ^jqqrr (2) qrflqr 21 qr^rd, 1970 
Sr W3 1035 TT jrwfwr frqr w w, fwr 
% i,i4i4fl Sf JTEFJFT qfr rnrl^ Sr qt wq "A wrftr qfr wnlw 
rw wr qqr wftwff Sr w^ *fk irwr qfSl qt «r, fwr^ ^jnSr 
5r*TTl^ trSr qll rrww "ft 1 

nk ^qrr trtw r w^, i97e tT wrrrT qir qiqr 

fkn qqr w, ?ik ^'nO'q rrTqqq qiT ^^4 wwi qlr qrw oi^ai rr q^ 
wiSq wk q^WTq qiw 5 ^ 

wr:, trq, %i^q rrrqqr, ^ trftrfqwr ^1 wrr 4 qfl ^qtrm 
(Osraqqrr wfkrff qrr rrifrq qrq^ gt, fk r FJf iqnq n mkR^frr 
Yiqr qq^TR (fwrkrq qrr kfqwr) ^qkr, 190 s ir ?fR rtuftwr 

^ fW fkqfSrfer Pfkr sRirfl t, wrfrj: — 

1 . rrfifRT qrq irk siRqq: — ( 1 ) "(rr Fikr w rrftrw qnr 
fqqrranq'rrwT wkrr^frfrr ^rqi qqjqqr (fwfnrq qir fqfqwr) 
fkfk rr^ftwr qqkr 1970 1 1 

( 2 ) q? TTsrw Sf Jiwq qrt oktsT qir sr^ frrfr 1 

2 . fqTTETTqwrq W-i^Tf^kiw ?Ri wkiR (PrqkR w fqfq- 
wr), Tqkr, 1968 % i3¥ 21 Sf, “fVw f^fqiwT qrftrrkl, 
iirsift % r^wq qT"fq'iFr4 fqkrwr wq qij 1 

[rto iT^o rfto %o 7 / 7 / 7 S-IT] 


MINISTRY OF SHIPPING & TRANSPORT 
Gi'iuisport Whta) 

New Delhi, the 28th June. 1976 

S.O. 2620.— Whereas certain draft scheme further to 
amend the Visakhapalnam Unregistered (Regulation of Em- 
ployment) Scheme, 1968 was published as reuired by .sub- 
■seclion (1) of section 4 of the Dock Workers (Regulation of 
Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948) at pages 1035 of the 
Gazette of India. Part II, section 3, sub-section (ii), dated 
the 21st February, 1976 under the notification of the Gevern- 
ment of India in the Ministry of Shipping and Transport 
(Transport Wing) No. S.O. 789 dated the 4th January, 1976 
inviting objections and suggestions from all persons likely to be 
alfectcd thereby, till the expiry of, a period of two months 
from the date of publication of the said notification in the 
Official Gazette; 

And whereas the said Gazette was made available to the 
public on the 8th March, 1976, 

And whereas no objections and suggestions have been re- 
ceived from the public on the said draft bv the Central 
Government; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 4 of the. said Act, the Central 
Government hereby makes the following scheme to amend the 
Visakhapatnam Unregistered Dock Workers (Regulation of 
Employment) .Scheme, 1968 namely : — 


1, Short title and commencement — . (1) This Scheme may 
be called the Visakhapatpam Unregistered Dock Workers 


(Regulation of Fmployment) Second Amendment, Scheme, 
1976, 

(2) It shall come into force on the date of its publication 
in the Official Gazette. 

2. In clause 21 of the Visakhapatnam Unregistered Dock 
Workers i(Regulatioii of Employment) Scheme, 1968, for the 
woida “Medical Officer appointed”, the words "Medical Board 
set up" shall be substiliitcd. 

[No, LDK/7/7/75-IE 

•BTO Wo 2621. — qqiRW WtfW^Pt TPfT wtwq (fqqkpT 
W fit (4444) 1968 if iqk WtfttpT qRtf % 1k^ Fl?tq W 

pqt qreq, OTF wlqtR (fqqtwr W fqptww) wfirlww, 1948 
(i948 w 9) q?r wn 4 qit qqtjRr (i) aRt nw st^fwr 
ww tRwe ^ 4l4(i4' qk qkqifT tfwwt (qfw^ qst) q5t 
ttftl^q4l tfWT 788 iTRba' 4 444 0', 1976 % Sttfk stRiT 

% TPm, wq 2, tsfr 3, qqtjq (2) qRt'q 21 qRqfl, 1970 
Jr fss 1035 qq sqrfqq ftw nw w, fqwr qqq ^riVjqqrijr 

TTqqw ir qqqqq ^ qr(\tq ^ qt qw "fr itqfq qqtRq qqr 
qq tmt Wkqqf ^ wSq ifk qtn q^ 5r, f^rq% qq% 
qwfqq gk k qqrqqr k 1 

wk qqq Tpqq^ 8 qrk, 1 976 k wett tY qqq*q qRt 

kw qqr w, 

kik %qfYq jRqnq k qqqqrwr k qRff qqqr lY qrYf wsk 

wk rprrq mw qfr fq 

m:, qq, %kYq qTwr, qqq qfqfqq.q k 'JRT 1 k qqtrRr 
( 1 ) iTRT qq^T wfkrw w mPr wk f^, qpRW 
qT4t TqqtR (fqqtqq w kfqqqq) pkq, i968 t qk tWrwr 
% fwT fwqfqftjq tq'ij 4 qqiqY qqk' — 

1 . qftwT qpq qkqRrq>-(i) Rkt w qfswr qrq 
ipRsw wrkRfYfq qiq: wmr (fqnkrq w klqqqq) krfYstq 
tkq, 1976 ^ I 

( 2) w qraqq q qqnnq' qY qkYq qiY ttftr kk i 

2- qqqrw xrw qoktR (fqqtwr qrr kkqqq) 

qkq, 1968 ^ J?q 14 % qwj ( 2 ) q "qrq j^fqq fqfkqr 
wErrY’’ ^ rqrq qt; "^qrfqq fqfeqt qk” uiw vq qkij 1 

[qo tiYo %c 7/7/75-I] 

ko tWu str qf^ 

S.O, 2621. — Whereas certatn draft scheme further to amend 
the Kandla Unregistered Dock Workers (Regulation of Em- 
ployment) Scheme, 1968 was published as required by sub- 
sdttion (1) of section 4 of the Dock Workers (Regulation of 
Employment) Act, 1948 i(9 of 1948) at page 1035 of the 
Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3, sub-section (ii) dated 
the 21st February, 1976 under the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry of Shipping and Transport 
(Transport Wing) No. S. O. 788 dated the 4th January, 
1976 inviting objections and suggestions from all persons likely 
to be alfected thereby, till the expiry of a period of two 
months from the date of publication of the said notification 
in the Official Gazette; 

And whereas the said Gazette was made available to the 
public on the 8th March, J976; 

And whereas no objections and suggestions have been 
received from the public on the said draft by the Central 
Government: 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-seclion (1) of section 4 of the .^aid Act, the Central 
Government hereby makes the. fgHpwinji _ scheme, to amend 
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the Kandla Unregistered Dock Workers (Regulation of 
Emplo>nicnt) Scheme, 1968, naniclv ; — 

1, (1) This scheme may be called Ihe Kandla Unroglstercd 
Dock Workers (Regulation of Emoloyment) Amendment. 
Scheme. 1976, 

(2) It .shall come into force on the date of its publication 
in the Official Gazette. 

2. In sub-clause (2) of clause 14 of the Kandla Unregister- 
ed Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Scheme. 1968, 
for the words “Medical Officer nominated” the words “Medi- 
cal Board set up" shall be substituted. 

[No. TDK 7/7/75-1] 
B. S. RATNAM, Under Secy, 

rtf 197fi 

(WIWtT RltT) 

qtD z 622 .--’'ai'ire TEr i 958 (less 

(PT 44 ) ^ tJKT 283 % (^) % WT 

"Ui en pnTPTT, 414^4 Stir a 

WTo 368 frllT 19 'ifWO, 1 973 % tfftPPPT *1, 

RTtTTP <T 1^ hp Ti Htt'g 

( I ) PlfMW W SWT %Kr % HEEl (3TT RR^ft % RfRT 

( 2 ) Jr sFrfkf Jr mfWf Jr wit 

JiTT iPnET, 1966 fh)<MT TT pTRT ^ ST ^ rft fFrftr ijt, 
HM ftrsT ^ I 


rmrfV 


(JPT ^ (rr (RW WRt<fT P^ftTR TT^/WPl^sfr 

RW*R, 1066 Tt P^TTT TT fw 1 Prth? 

trrwrrf^t i 

1 

2 

1 , 94181 

13 nf, 1966 

2 . fflftTRI 89144141 9WW7T iPr . 

. 4 1966 

3, d-Irtvihr . . , 

23 1 966 

4 . ftPTTTT 

24 (Sror, 1966 

5 . WW TTW WRJJtT 

1 7 ffiRTT, 1966 

6. SitW 

3 0 TTWT, 1966 

7. Tftur rs51tt 

14 fthwet, 1966 

8. WIRTT 

1 6 41490, 1967 

9. ^ . 

18 41440, 1967 

10. «lHiFr«n 

. 30 RT#, 1967] 

1 1 , Ft^rwr 

8 Wf, 1967 

12 . trsi^ 

. 28 1967 

1 3- 

5 ^nf, 1967 

14 . IJ^o ^0 

16 1967 

1 S, (jOhl'h PrWT tfrTT^tW tCJiDJld 21 (JPrrf, 1967 

16. WiSH 

28 TSnf, 1967 

17. tftrtTTftWT 

. 4 ftwrwT, 1967 

18. *frdTTl 

19 TWtO, 1 968 

19. 9IMt{lA 

29 41440, 1968 

20. ffirf 

19 W?#, 1968 

21. Ttipft 

19 irfpr, 1968 

22. WITT 

19 1968 

23, ftrewT^tr 

23 1 968 

24. ^rrrH . 

16 wf, 1968 

2 5- 

1 5 Wf, 1 968 

26. 

20 Wf, 1968 



1 


2 

27. lOtT 


1 2 IfT, 1 y S 8 

28, TftRft Pi 114410 wterytr 


14 1968 

29. pirw 


1 srtnf , 19 6 8 

30- 


29 ^rt, 1968 

31. tJ45T 


5 WWRT, 1968 

32. WlddSl 


28 WTOt, 1968 

33. 


28 WWPW, 1968 

34. wroT 


25 fwWT, 1968 

35. I^SIRTtIw . 


25 WW^(TT, 1968 

36. HH^IfXoi 


14 WWRTT, 1968 

37. 'TlfTRTm 


5 fWRT, 1908 

38 fVr 


6 tetTWr, 1 968 

39. aniniP.at 


3 0 PEIRR, 19 38 

40. OplUlH 


22 WWTfV, 1969 

4 1- >P];5rT 


6 SRirfr, 19 6 0 

42. fEtOTlTW 


4 mW, 1969 

43- iFr TT5II Ttot 

, 

9 1969 

44. WTTSR 


5 wf, 1960 

45- dW^pfr a *14 


20 Wf, 1969 

46. 


28 Wf, 1969 

47. '^TRpfmftnTT 


16 (!]7T, 1969 

48 tUtST WtTW 


10 ^ttllf, 1969 

49. TnOrr 


12 fwd«rr, 1969 

so. 


22 fWRT, 1969 

5 1* ^i^rnrr 


14 ^rwrO-, 1970 

52 . 


5 'fiTSrl, 1970 

53 . *0^ 


25 WT#, 1970 

54. 


25 WrI, 1970 

55- 


24 fW, 1970 

S6. ^ flu'll*! 


7 gWf, 1970 

57 . 'snfJwRT 


2 1970 

58. w%ftrn 


1 2 WO', 10 71 

59 . W^ffdOI 


3 4J;4, 1971 

60. TlMldOl 


3 4];^W, 19 71 

61. rttaOt tRs:, 


1 9 , 19 71 

02. ffTOHlT 


21 fwWRT, 1971 

63. snft?,irT 


4 WW, 1972 

64. 


29 4TRT, 1972 

6 5. flfJtf^TTT 


28 srW, 1973 

66. I[T0’ 


25 ftrtm, ] 973 

67. sftT 


5 19 7 3 

08. ^TR 


5 W4tJ3R:, 1973 

69- pflrfrr 


1 0 Wf , 19 7 4 

70. Mtrt wtw frRpitfp 


] 2 wror, 19 7 4 

71. WIPCT 


11 fw^rwr, 1974 

72. ^74[t(Wi 


1 5 19 74 

73- fJrrTlR RTT ftsfWP 


6 TTrO, 1975 

74. Hwl 


1 0 wr#, 197 5 

75- 4|44|t0 rpnrrwf . 


1 5 Wf , 19 7 5 

76. WWW 


20 WWPW, 1975 

77 . WT.tfVWTW . 


5 fJrWrWT, 19 7 5 

78. 


1 2 pRPWT, 19 7 5 

79 . ttHt 


12 'JpRITt, 1976 

[Wo 11 

t!^o dto *0 

( 1 l)/704rwo tTo] 


?14TW WR WTT 
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New Delhi, the 1st July, 1976, 

(Merchant Shippinfi) 

S.O, 2622 — In piirsu.''ncc of the provisions of clauKc (a) of 
Section 283 of the Merehent Shipping Act, 1958 (44 of 1958) und 
in Supersession of the notification of the Govemment of India in 
the Ministry of Shipping and Transport No. S.O. .368, dated the 
19th January, 1973, the Central Govcrnrrenl hereby declares 
that the Countries specified in Column (1) of the Tabl; .set out 
below have accepted or, as the case may be acceded to the Inter- 
national Convention on Load Lines, 1966, wi(h effect from the 
dates indicated against each country in the corresponding entry 
in Column (2) of the said Table : — 


TABLE 


Name of the country which 
has accepted or acceded to 
the International Convention 
on Load Line.s, 1966. 

Date of acceptance or 
accession. 


(1) 

(2) 


1. Panama 

13th May, 

1966 

2, Union of Soviet Socialist 

RcpuNic 

4th July, 

1966 

3. Tunisia 

23rd August, 

1966 

4. Trinidad and Tobago 

24th August, 

1966 

5. United .Stales of America 

17th November, 

1966 

6, France 

30lh Novembei , 

1966 

7. South Africa 

14th December, 

1966 

8. Madgascar 

16th LmuDry, 

1967 

9. Peru .... 

1 8th January, 

1967 

10. Somalia 

30th March, 

1967 

11. Liberia . , . . 

8th May, 

1967 

12. Denmark 

28th June, 

1967 

13. Israel .... 

5th July, 

1967 

14. United Kingdom . 

nth July, 

1967 

15. Netherlands, Surinam and 

Netherlands Antills 

21st July, 

1967 

16. Sweden 

28th .July, 

1967 

17. Mauiitania 

4th December, 

1967 

18, Morocco 

19th January, 

1968 

19, Maldives 

29th January, 

1968 

20. Norway 

19th March, 

1968 

21, Italy .... 

19th April, 

1968 

22. India 

19th April, 

1968 

23. Switzerland 

23rd, April, 

1968 

24. Japan .... 

15th May, 

1968 

25. Finland. 

) 5th May, 

1968 

26. Zaiio .... 

20th May, 

1968 

27. Greece 

12th June. 

1968 

28. Republic of South 

14th June, 

1968 

Vietnam 

29. Spain 

1st July, 

1968 

30. Australia 

29th July, 

1968 

31. Turkey 

5th August, 

1968 

32. Ireland 

28 th August, 

1968 

33. Kuwait 

28th August, 

1968 

34. Ghana 

25th September, 

1968 

35. Yugoslavia 

25th October, 

1968 

36. Nigeria 

14th November, 

1968 

37. Pakistan 

5th December, 

1968 

38. Egypt .... 

6th December, 

1968 

39. Bulgaria 

30th December, 

1968 

40. Belgium 

22nd January, 

1969 

41. Cuba .... 

6th February, 

1969 

42. Phillipines 

4th March, 

1969 

43. F'cdcral Republic of 

9th April, 

1969 

Germany 

44. Cyprus .... 

5th May, 

1969 

45, Dcmociate Yemen 

20th May, 

1969 

46. Poland 

28th Ma , 

1969 

47. Czechoslovakia 

16th June, 

1969 

48. Korea Republic of 

10th July, 

1969 
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49, Brazil 

12(h September. 

1969 

50, Portugal 

22nd December, 

1969 

51. Canada 

. 14th January, 

1970 

52. New Zealau d 

5lh February, 

1970 

53. Monaco 

. 25th March, 

1970 

54. Mexico 

. 25th March, 

1970 

55. Iceland 

24th June, 

1970 

56. Lebanon 

7th July, 

1970 

57. Zanrbia 

2nd September, 

1970 

58. MB.laysia 

12th January, 

1971 

59. Argentina 

3rd June, 

1971 

60. Romania 

3rd Jure, 

1971 

6] . Ivory Coast , 

. 19th .July, 

1971 

62. Singapore 

. 21st September, 

1971 

63. Austria 

4th August, 

1972 

64, Fiji 

. 29th Noventber, 

1972 

65. Dominican Republic 

. 28 111 June, 

1973 

66. Hungary 

. 25th September, 

1973 

67. China 

5tb October, 

1973 

68, Iran 

5lh October, 

1973 

69. Sri Lanka 

10th May, 

1974 

70. Libyan Arab Republic 

. 12th August, 

1974 

71. Malta 

1 1th September, 

1974 

72. Vcnezcula 

15th October, 

1974 

73. Syria Arab Republic 

6lh February 

1975 

74. Chile 

. 10th March, 

1975 

75. German Dcrnocratic 
Republic 

15th May, 

1975 

76. Oman . 

. 20th Aug(,ist, 

1975 

77. Saudi Arabia 

, 5th September, 

1975 

78. Kenya 

12th September, 

1975 

79. Lcuador 

, 12th January, 

1976 


[No, I1-MT0(11)/76-MA 
D. C. AHIR, Under Secy. 


sih: arnrm 

fTcrff, 2fi TJT, 197(1 

TTo Wo 26 23.,— THTTir ^131^ 'ffpEffTiliT 1951 (l951 

4t| 43) ^ UTff 4 Tr TT-arri 1 ^ IJS (ij) STTT T^cr ^rPftTTT 
spi rndlT 1333113 ftrVfvr ^3 

^TTTIA ^ ATfd 3rfTiT (N^l) 'Tl tlTo ^o tT.JJ 3d 'Tf 

W TW, fTcflT TTW'CR (fTrrf'T 3fl3 WWIT) '"fl 34T3 '33, 3131- 
wai fimftr 3idit ^ ^ ii-t *3 tiaiPct 3i3fTf ^ 1143 1313^ 

3rrirr3 % ^1(4 TtVit ’Ti^it hut fru h^itt ti 22 3313311, 

1962 ifV lurtrg;^!!! 3N3I 1 '1/2/6 2-^^ij;o Sr fTtrirtTfiTT Wlii 

wfT IhlfllR ifllnf t, dWT — 

13 najl 2 Tl ATtriT n'rAfeJ % 3'niT T3 Tpirp- 
fWpST ufrfe Tt ■STW — 

13130 ^O P'prff, TIJIIT 3 Tf ^3 (fT 3 T) fd'g?'!! 1313 PTIARI 

[n'lsTl 2 5 0 1 2 ( 3 ) / 7 2-T;313 ;o 3] 

qr3o rrfTo TTfllTTlTnir, 13T 

ministry of works and housing 

(Works DMsIor) 

Ne.w Delhi, the 26th June, 1976 

S.O. 2623. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(b) 'o£ sub-section (1) of Section 4 of the Rajghat Samadhi 
Act 1951 (41 of 1951), the Central Government hereby 


47 GI/76~5 
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nominafci Shii N. K. Rcwaii, Joint Secretaiy (Finance), 
Ministry ol Woiks and Honsine, to be a member of the 
Riiigbat Samadhi Committee \icc Shii Prem Nath Financial 
Adviser (Works and Hon'ing) and makes the following finther 
amendment in the notification of the Government of India in 
the late Ministry of Works, Housing and Supply No. 19/2/62- 
W( dated the 22nd August, 1962, namely ; — 

In the said notification, for the existing entiy against item 
2, the following entry shall be substituted namely ; — 

“Shri N. K. Rewari, Joint Secretary ((Finance), Ministiy 
of Woiks nad JJoiising.'’ 

fNo. 25012(3) /72-W3] 
R. L. AHFIJWATJA, Dy. vSccy. 

fit fcfif), 10 1976 

wtjo mo 262 4. — trrrtn: nw itlurfir fr tRfi- 

ffiito' fptrVpt m l^firrt: r; r?) 1 1 ^ trmRiT % 

fkrtf HTtfifRT fW fill T^T ^ I imtlSR ^ if lift hRO- 

*iTfw fii) RTTf5T/g»rR ij) tr) ^ ttpFr trihFr/tifnA w sm 
% 30 Ptt % bffifi-, srrftpftrniT, fWnr iftfin:, 

fit ttfiTfi ffitsfi fifi ff vN- ti 

mifi) k t fint fiiirT Tfii *i) fwi 

mftOfi 

“fififlTp' snWrffifir ^ Jf kfhn'tffifiT (trij % 

IW ffiflSi' ^ if t 0 .6 2 ^0 ( t , 3 ^ ^ 

Rfir ijfilftfi ft fiTit ft % Rtit ifififpir' 

Jf 'TfTfif^RT fffi ft Sfiffitfil l” 

'trffifiiT Tt tutsfr fifiTfi ffiMtoT ftfi't Jr fttifif) fffr*r 
sTf^TT^r % f ratfiPT, ftrrfi fiffirt, i ifiV Rfiior, fitiffir 
vrrfi, FswfiT fit fefifit-i if fifcT Rfiftr if mrT t i T q t P tfi 
Rfittrfi ^ RTfiffiw >61 ffiJftffiiT fffir 'srr fifrr 1 1 

[fio tpfo 20( ,s)/76‘fifio 'fVo] 

DEIJTT DEVELOPMENT ADTHORITY 
PUBLIC NOTICE 
New Delhi, the 10th July, 1976 

S.O. 2624, — The following modification which the 
Central Government proposes to make to the Muster Plan for 
Delhi is hereby published for public information, Any per- 
son having any objection or suggestion with respect to the 
pioposed niodification may send his objection or suggestion 
in writing to the Secretary, Delhi Development Authority 
Vilas Minar, Indraprastha Estale, New Delhi within a 
period of thirty days from the date of this notice. The per- 
son making the objection or suggestion should also give his 
name and full address, 

MODIFICATION 

'The land use of an area measuring 0.,52 hect (I 3 
acies) out of the land, eaimarked for ‘industrial use’ 
(Ljgbt ManiifactiiilnM) in Waziipiir Tndustiial Area, 
IS pioposed to be changed lo 'flatted factories’ for 
Icathei goods,” 

The plan indicating the proposed modification will be 
available for inspection at the office of the Authority, Vikas 
Minar, New Delhi on all working days except Saturdays 
withm the petiod referred to above. ’ 

INo. F. 20(5)/76-M,P.] 

H, N, FOTEDAR, Secy. 


(itf ff.r wti) 

fit 2^'Tlf, 19 76 

fTo WTo 2625. — Wf^HT fifTt 627, frfiJT 8 fiTfi, 
1960 iRT tTPf fTfi fi3 RTTfltfi filT ffififi, 1951 ^ Ftfifi 434 

% HI ^ ifrr (f) Rijfin: ^rf-fiir figrffi^fif fi 

S^ftfiilfi if ffififfit 1-8-76 tr fififPfifi 1^5 RTfi ffifi f. 

ffiim fffii 1 1 

[fiwr 5 - 7/76 'ffo tLfio rffv] 

fffu tffo fijfjfif (iffot/fi'ofifo ) 

MINISTRY OF COMMUNICA’HONS 
(P&T Board) 

New Delhi, the 2nd July, 1976 

S.O. 2625, — -In pursuance of para (a) of Section HI of 
Rule 434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 19M, ns introduced by 
S. O, 627 dated 8th March, I960, the Director Cieneral, 
Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifics the 1-8-1976 as the date 
on which the Measured Rate System will be Introduced In 
Rajpiira Telephone Exchange, N. W. Circle, 

[No. 5-7/76-PHB.] 
P. C. GUPTA, Assistant Director General (PHB) 


fif 15 fif, 1976 

fto mo 2629.— tfiT (apffmOT, pTSf^fiT rTt 
miW) ffiTRifiMY, 1965 % ffififi 9 ^ ( 2 ), ffifiR 12 

% ( 2 ) 4^ wrtr (w) fifir ffififi 24 % fififfimr ( 1 ) 

gro fiftfifit ft Rfitfi TPS^fiffi sfTTfi fiTfR;, 'jffi 

rY; jfififfi fimrrfi (^fi^ifi ffifiifi) twtr i(4)/08- 

f^lf 29 fifirfiTT, 1975 if fijifi Rfifufi mrffi:- 

(f ) "fiPT-II, fiTfiTfij irarr ^ HI" fimr 2 

fifiT 3 ^ f % wtfi qr tm" 

(ta) "Rpr 111, fiTfipfi %fiffiT ^Prr IV” % fPTtr 5 
if ffifi "47?)^ wr^m" % FITfi TT 5R4 "TT ^94 
arfiftf^fi m^” jfffiTfiTpTfi fW qrrbit 1 

[fimr i( 4)/6s-fififfiT] 
tifo sgsfjfff, (JIT TtFlfi 

MINISTRY OF SUPPLY AND REHABILITATION 
(Depaitment of RehabUitathin) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 15th May, 1976 

S.O. 2626.— In exercise of the powcis conferred by sub- 
rule (2) of lulc 9. clause (b) of sub- rule (2) of rule 12 and 
sub-rule /(I) of rule 24 of the Central Civil Services (Classi- 
fication, Control and Appeal) Rules, 1965, the President 
hereby makes the following amendments in the Order of 
the Govcinment of India in the Ministry of Supply and 
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Rehiibilitation (Department of Relipbilitation) No. 1/4/68-AV 
dated the 29 November 1975 namely 

Jn the Schedule to the said order,— 

(a) in “Part Tl General Central Service — Class-Ill”, in 
columns 2 and 3, for the words “Settlement Com- 
missioner", the words "Deputy Chief Settlement 
Commissioner” shall be snb.stituted; 

(b) in “Part III General Central Sei vices — Class IV” 

in column 5, for the words “Settlement Commiss- 
ioner”, the words “Deputy Chief Settlement 
Commissioner” shall be substituted. 

[No 1/4/68-AV] 
J. CIIAKRARARTY, Dy. Secy. 

dT 2 4^4, 197(1 

Vfsin 0 2 6 2 7 — Ft'-.ti fell ( q-p-'w ) trftrfiTJnr, 1 9 .5 1 ( 1 9 s i 

'PI LXTV ) # tTRT 1 3 ’ft 3haTTr ( i ) ?itti yro DiPtdu'l w tmPr 

^ sPiT 'MT7?r trrqiiT % +l'<aT^''f, 

'jq'fFr Prmq ¥]■ dw ,5( t)/irvrroTT-/70, I^rt 

5 nf, 1 9 70 w tiPtwit wl gh IRr 

Ipt wfETyTTOT, fetn thtlRT-T, ftsTl % mVVT ’-fl -rTTifl JR-q iTd, 
(TRiR- tr-JiTR tl, fTppff PR yirPiTi' % fipr wfr^ ^iftRipf % 

Jr pTO*r(T Jfrvpfi ^ i 

[iRqr i(8)/fq‘r> Jr'T/7 5-mTo nq-oJl] 
rfrqr qR ^RffSTT, PTfRT Mw 

New Delhi, the 24th June, 1976 

S,0. 2627. — In exercise of the powcis conlcricd by sub- 
section (1) of section 13 of the Evacuee Tntcicst (Separa- 
tion Act. 1951 (LXIV of 1951), and in supersession of 
Government of India in the Ministry of I.abour, Employ- 
ment & Rehabilitation, Department of Rehabilitation Noti- 
fication No, 5(4),/Admn, 11/70, dated the 5th May, 1970, 
the Central Government hereby appoints Shri Raini Kant, 
Chairman, Sales Tux Tribunal, Delhi Administration, Delhi 
as Appellate Oflicer for the Union Territory of Delhi with 
immediate effect. 

[No, 1(8)/Spl, Cell/7.5-SS. 11] 
D. N. ASIJA, Tt. Dir. 

ntitr 

2 7 qfq’T 197 6 
Iiqn 2628. qrifrn; itflTin ^ fqi 

if fitrdftw Frqqr % srt^ ff tiurprr pstq "rPTfr, utet 
pqrfjTh't q?) ■rpsrjr-r q?q7; tmq, ett^TI ^rwi, titer T 
Jr 'TP?7fj PnfPrTf RtT teJH tn^TrYt % n-«6 titeft- 

fiy^r Prf nx fWTTE ^ , 

ipTp EPthT Ttrr fqqrq ^ -a i q (n nEra" % bn a 

•fipfir alvi'flrr nnsitfr 

wit:, OT, xfW'lpTT fqqpt tTl^fTinr, 1947 (l947 >61 14) 

«^V urtf 7 tr tfte ffTTT 10 yI TTOTcr ( i) ^r ^ (’s) srrr 
sTTfr nipETtfr >61 qqEr gh, %nfPT (Rqrrt; e"f w'tefrfinrr infa’- 
sfETir PTfafT qrTifl' | 'fteipflE trftRrrfl 41 mro PT'q'p 

Film, ftrm trTjt: 4 glm 4te; ^rr fqqH th gtn'yWT- 

pTY trftrqrtqr tfr rirniTMqT ^ Ft? FttPift trrHY 1 1 

tnjJjTfr 

tqr Hpipf w^TfiT 41 prTTjrr ijtt 

ETthl 4teteT, 41 ct (7:r7rp«iT4) 4 PT'ftN'n tr^trp'r 4t 1073-71 
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4 Jrgr qq % fr? tfsrjftqT % 20 '}^ 41 rp 4 (tte pi^'+rr-sriT 
4rr 4 pixET ppp^^^'dl trfq Erm'rlRfr qfx x^l, dl trqqrn: 'Rfi 
pnjT qq 4 4rqpr 4l Itt qhTxrr 4 gWR | ? 

[pfo rr;qo 290 1 1 / 4/76-41o lIl{41o)] 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 
ORDER 

New Drlhi, the 27th Febiuary, 1976 

. .S.O. 2628. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an indnstrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of Rajpnra Sand Stone Mines of 
IChalsa Stone Company, Mine Owners, Chhawani Chouraha. 
Kota and their workmen in respect of the matters specified 
in the Schedule heieto annexed; 

And whereas the Cential Government considcii it desirable 
to lefcr the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exeicisc of the powers conl’eried by 
section 7A and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby constitutes an Indiistiial Tribunal of 
which Shri U. N. Mathiir shall be ihe Presiding OfRcci with 
hcadqiiuitcis at Jaipur and lefers the said dispute for adju- 
dication lo the said Industiial Tribun,d at Jaipui. 

SCHEDULE 

Whethci the demand of the woikmen employed in Raj- 
pura Sand Stone Mine of Messrs Khalsa Stone 
Company, Chhawani Chouraha, Kola (Rajasthan) for 
payment of profit sharing Bonus at the rate of 20 
per cent of wages foi the accounting year 1973-74 is 
justified? If not, to what vUianUim of bonus aic 
the workmen entitled for the said accounting year ? 

[No, 1.-29011/4/76-0111 (B)l 


WTW 

qiio wTo 262 9: — 4:4lq ptP5nT 41 Tiq ^ fir ^^4 
uT^^ifr 4 fqfTfxisx fqqq’T 4 ^4 4 41 f4!rT 3 ^ 41 1441 
PTET, rrqrfqrq 4 fiETr ^ 4’aTq pqnll, 14qTpr 4te 
Ttqwl, Htpr fpifl 41 4P3 Xctp: xriq 4 4 

pppigrti 14q'ter4T xfte T't 4 Tq'txp'f 4 4lq pH^irnr fqqrx 
fTOqrq I ; 

41p T-ilq pr'pr: ■jqq fqqix 4r pqTqfq''iqq 4 ItS Irxfiirfr 
"ppqr qr»41q prqfrfil 11, 

5T-T, PR, 4141146 fqxR PTlhteqq, 1947 (1947 >61 14 ) 
ql um 7 T 4te; trnr 10 4l ^jq-tTFr ( 1 ) 4 ttR (q) aur 
5Rff vrf'Rqi Tf qq'm 6^4 4Rlq pt^' 6K nqt Ptteftfhr prftr- 
qTTUT Jiteq qrrcfl % TteT 4111414 PrlEr=6ril 41 Ufio 
qrcT 4 t 4, [44'rT mqqrxq 4 grnr 41p^q IqqRql wr 

Ptlffrlqqr wltPCRj 4 t RRtq'rRx 4 144 fqxlw qipKl 1 1 

qqr 41 f4!EFriT 54 41 Iqhlprmr, (xr par'll, hrqrq^qTq 
rRT mRT PTPqfiJt, TiTT ^ 4T qpql 144 (TIRP4R) q 14 r 
jrPTf frfrttefi qnlqrn: ftRtl qm^lq 4te Rlgrr 

4 1441 41 q4(R ^Ijql rtt/I 4 gqrxrp ^ 1 qfx gr, 4t fqR 
tsfjifr 4 144 4te frPT q'5 4?"' , 

[Piwr rrfifo-iUUl 1 / i3.i/7.5-s'lo-]I[(41o)] 


DRDER 

S.O. 2629. — -Whede.ss the Central Government is of opinion 
lh.it an industiial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of Barpu Sand Stone Mine of 
Shri Kishan L.al, son of Shri Biidhi LaU Mine Owner in the 
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District Bundi, Rajastliun, residence fiiid I’ost T.ambhakho 
District Bundi, and their workmen in i aspect of the inullers 
specified in the Schedule hereto annexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it dcsiiable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication . 

Now, therefore, in exercLse of the powcis confcired by 
Section 7A and clause (d) of sub-sect(on (i) of section 10 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal of which 
Shri U. N. Mathur shall be the Presiding Officer, with head- 
quarters at Jaipui and refers the said dispute for adjudication 
to the said fndustrial Tribunal, at Jaipur. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the workmen employed in Barpu Sand Stone 
Mines in the District Bundi (Rajasthan) of Shri 
Kishan La) son of Shri Birdhilal, Mine Owner. Resi- 
dence and post Lambhakho. District Bundhi aic 
entitled for grant of any paid national and festival 
holidays 7 If so, on what holidays and from which 
year ? 

[No. L-2901M33/75-DllI(B)J 

22 3 0 — tTTspTT Tit TET | pK ^7# gTWa 
srrgHV fr ^ Trl it nitfST # 

frpft3pf?t ipnTTsf ^ sJtsT C5|T rftyTltsTT HTR 

f4*ihM t; 

"nTTf 

WT, m, silstrtpb- fifTR Jtr^ktriT, 1947 (1947 tt 14 ) 
4?r tmr 10 Tit T'T-'itrrr ( 1 ) % diT ('it) sm ttTrt urfTTsfl in 
m'TT |5, TTdTT!: TTT fTTR Tt TTT »Trcff'TTtT tV 

trRT 7 T ?TritT 'rftR RdTPC 'qllfrfT'T wFjTrtTT, TTTTTT 

TT nrTTjVlTT % frrtwd TTtfr I I 

Tdr Tt'd ffTfTdT Tt TTOTTR TIF-TtA, TTTRT 

Tfitstim, T'Jtr t TTwifPS itit 'ahtdt tw Ttfltr ^tt 
fllrr Tt 18-8-7 5 ^ TTJJ'ftrt tT dr,jjrr t $ t tit Ti^Ttf rwIFtt 

I ? qft tft T5 fVT W'jdf't dit |? 

[qo PT's-2 2ni2/7/78-27o lll(sfto)] 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 17th March, 1976 

S.O. 2630, — Whereas the Central Government of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of Daliirband Colliery of Eastern 
Coal Melds Limited, Post Office Pandavcswai, District Burd- 
wau and their workmen in respect of the matters specified 
in the Schedule hereto annexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispiile for adjudication ; 

Now, Ihcrcfoie, in exercise of the powcis coulerrcd by clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) of the section 10 of the fndustrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Ceniial Goxernment 
hereiiy refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta constituted under 
section 7A of the said Act, 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of Dalurband 
Colliery of Eastern Coal Pield.s Limited, Post Office 
Pandaveshwar, District Burdwan, in refusing to allow 
Shrimuti Kamala Kamin, Wagon Loader, to resume 
duty with effect f'oni 18-11-7.5 is justified V If not, 
to what relief is she entitled 7 

[No. L-22012/7/76-D 111 (B)] 


26 RTT, 1976 

T;To«rTo26 31.— >Tjf)T 5RTK T) TPT §■ fT TTPl sGl44 
fTTTt % R ^#7 RT pfw, 
f/'TfrmT, TPfRT — UR'iFf, FtRT RTSTeTT ^ tW’-tJTPiir 
^ Trqa- fqqlTTf 'rfh: TjUrH ifr iflT PT 4f)y|TFRT fTTTT 

Fd?riTPT ^ ; 

xik R7“tiK RTR fr'IT? Tt -RTTFpitRT % fiEi 

f-RfURT TTTT TIshTr RRSdl ^ ; 

Rff, RT, rWFTT FtTIT TifijfRTR, 1 947 ( 1947 TT 14) 
Tl trm 7T arfr locri Turn (i) % au (t) atcr 
TTT Sirsfift TT tiq'lT TTf UT rTuL 

fiT P RfTTTur Tfid Tttf) I f3VR% rUtfI 'jT) uR oq’f s 

■ "TT ?)R, f-r-tTl R'lRTRR if FNT Rk RTR fTTR Tt 

TTR TTftTTTTr "PT nnqfiMqR % FrR fO^ftlR TTOf % 1 

dTT ItSR TirTTTfPiRfiro ■TRRT'S' TIFeH^, miRT — RIRgkf 
fRRT iin^RtW ^ Tf '41 7TI‘<R g'JR R-IR, kfli 

RRRr5 TIFRRvt TT RSTT tfr-RRf T“ ‘■(R/ 

l7tro3(fo4fKo/ 1-2, RRftsT S-7-7.7 fTTT TT-MIR "RR TPSRIflt 
qa ’fk ripifrf^ ^ ? Rk at RRR RPfTTC fipR 
TT ^Rk ^ ? 

[RTRT CU;To-2 201 2/tl/7 6-'sj'o-3 sft] 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 26th March, 1976 

S.O, 2631. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between tJie employers in 
relation to the manngcinent of Burhar Sub Area of Wcstcin 
Coalfields Limited, Post Office Dhanpud, District Shahdol and 
their workmen in respect of the matter specified in the S.',hc- 
clule hereto annexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government consideis it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers coiifericd by 
section 7A, and clause (d) of sub-seCLioii (1) of section 10, 
of the Inclustiial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal of 
which Shri S. P. Bhargava shall be the Presiding Officti 
witlr headquarters at Indore and refers the said dispute for 
adjudication to the said Tiibunal. 

SCHEDULE 

Wlicthcr the action of the manageracut of Amlai Colliery 
of Western Coalfields Limited, Post Gffice Dhanpuri, 
District Shahdol in lernimating the services of Sri 
Swarath son of Jatan, permanent Tub-Loader of 
Amlai Colliery vide letter No. CMi\/AAL/MGR/4- 
II dated 8-7-75 is ligel and justified 7 If not, to 
what relief is the said workman entitled ? 

[No. L-22012i6/76-D-lII(B)] 

aPRiIT 

"difRTTft, 2 51^51, 197 6 

WoMo 2632— RTTk Tf 7IR t ftr ?R% t3TIira 
ft HfRfeR: Nqn't t Rk ff ipt Ttfek), tttrt 

TlfiTTd, FrRT RTRRT (RSR Spkl) 47 WlFtiTTW 51 Pi rI 44 it 

nfk RR% RufTRl ^ RtR TT 'P^ltftPpP fRRTT frWR ^ ; 

wk kfflRRTpn: TW PtRTR TT rRTRplitRR T Ppl pR^ftlR 
RkRT RTOrIr RRttdt | I 



2533 


Sec. 3(ii)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : 

1^47 (l947 'Fl 14) 
qrt (jiTT 7 'F ^yr. srirr lo qft ^triTi (i) T gi? (t) grri 
STvi itFiui't q'-T iw>q =f7% jtt, jttt.'r iti’it >trkfrFr4i arfer- 
qTTqr ’ifsTj ^ Ert^ qEifftq *4^' i^o 44'= '‘Twq' 

fiT'-TITT iT51'flvTq 41 Tjt'TT wIt qft ^4^ 

^rfj'FC’ir 44 rutiwrt % fqiifiira' 'RTt t i 

qqr 'tTt frrJTiJ 4j=rf 4?rFiTirfV, ^spFq^-^'qF, 

f^fiT FTipiT (iTOT rrtpTT) % jR7ir?Ra' ^ft, qrtErqA T 

Ff,- qliiiq irr 7 197 j ^ qriii 

Atvi qFr 4FTT4Ti RiR'rf^Fi % ^ qf? 'ffif, n'l ^qir sfnrqTT'' fw 

^i>,lFr -"FT ^414^ ‘f, '“ 

[q'lqi n7To-22012/h/7fi-'Kto-III(4lo)] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, Ihe ?nr1 Apiil, 1976 

SI). 2632. — Wherens the Ccntuil Ooverhnicnt is of opinion 
(hat an indushial dispute txi-ils between the cniploycis in 
relation to the management of ( huieha Colliciy, Post Office 
Churchii Colliery, DtstricI Siiigiija (Mndliyn f'ladesh) and 
Iheii vioikmcn in respect of the mailer specified in the Sche- 
dule hereto annexed. 

And, whereas the Ccnlial Goveinmont conskleis it dc;>irablc 
to icfcr the said dispute for adjudication. 

Now, thcicfoie, in exercise of (he powers conferred by 
section 7A, and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10, 
of the Industiial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cenlial 
Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tiibunal of which 
Shri S. P. Bhargnva shall be the Presiding Officer, vvith head- 
qiiaitcis at Indoie and refers the said dispute fot adjudication 
to the said Tiibunal. 

SCT-IEDUJ.R 

Whclhc) the action of Ihe nianagcnient of Churcha Col- 
lieiy of Western Coalfields I.imiled, Post Office 
Churcha, Distiicl Suiguja (Madhya Pradesh) in 
stopping fiom vvnik Sri Mohd. Amin, EIndei ground 
Loader of Churcha Colliery with effect from 7-7-73 
is justified ? If not, to what relief is the .said work- 
man entitled 7 

INo, L-22012/8/76-DlXI(B)l 
tp^ fetfb 5 trw, 1 9 7 c 

t?ni>?j7o26 3 3, — tFshf tnTfTf qtf TTr ^ Nt Ttrotj 

W'jfftfl Jr fdPtrquj Ffwi % qrT: if qfj-f Tiltr FtBrS? 

457 'fSTTTr TiiErtcf), iftTpr Er^rr Ttfjjtrr (mttr tr^or) 

qqrtiw # TiqiJ Fftfr^'fd tftT: tJdTt Ttfqtrrr % irqr 

xfltftfw FnK fdnuFT % i 

wk rpriprt; ^ f^dPt T1 tqwFttniffi ^ ftrq FrfhtPT 
4Pr4T 4T®fi7tT ^mwl ^ I 

?PT.,itPI, tfliifrfiRr Ft 4TT trFjffPTtt, 1947 (l947 TT 14) 

4v) (jnrt 74t (qk trnr i o qr) ijqtirrr ( i ) % triy (r) jrrr 

!Rrl tirRutfr 4TT qqbr 4t77r JP, tp-spTv p!fr wkftfqqt 

wftjqTpjT qfifT % ErtT qfsRftq ^rttinA iFl p^to pfo 

(4144' fijin M tjisq'fsfq obi i xifT -344 fqqiq qtl ^44 

(urtTfrup upT tqTqrmtlqp % ftraffitPr qtftf) ^ 1 

w 4714 qftft qrlffjsf Gru:? q^r TfTffir tDPrqfr, wet: 
sfOTbn, fsRn (fRtrarr (trstf ukr) % q^iirp^ qfr, tikd) 
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47^-44 2^ iRqTPrtr, wqppq jq TtlW xflF TiqgqntT 2^ »TTtflT4 
4tl 2 2-9-7 5 T qq®JP qttk# 4trt4■r^ idWlfstrl ^ ^ qftr 

?ff (344 ffp 'qfjjtftq 4 ' t? 

[tto P4-2301 2/J4/75Z1'1> III (afV)] 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 5lh Apiil, 1976 

S.O. 2633. — Whcicas the Cential Government is of opinion 
that an indiislrial dispute exists between the employers in re- 
lation lo the management of Katkona Colliery of Western 
Coalfields Limited, Post Office Katkona, District Surguja 
(Madhya Piudcsh) and their workmen in lespect of the matter 
specified in the Schedule lieieto annexed. 

And, whereas the Ccnli al Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispule lor adjudication. 

Now, therefoic, in exeicise of the poweis confericd by 
■section 7A, and clause <d) of sub-section (1) of section 10. 
of the Industiial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government heieby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal of 
which Shri S P. Bhargava shall he the Picsiding Oilicer, 
with headquarteis at Indoic and icfeis the said dispute for 
adjiidicatiou lo the said Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of Katkona Col- 
liery of Western Coalfields Limited, Post Office Kat- 
kona, District Surguja (Madhy.-r Pradesh) in dismiss- 
ing Sarva Shn Babuiam son of Kanayaram, Jainath 
son of Bodhan and Ramsubhag son of Bhagiralh 
vvith effect fiom 22-9-7.5 is jiisUlied ? If not, to what 
relief are the said workmen entitled 7 

[No. L-22012/34/75-Dm(B)l 

(qi^qt 

23 (q^sT, 1976 

'rro!Tro2834 — tra-- %f?tqiT7TrT 4?f tpt | ^Tnrs 

*7^;^ i) fkrqf % irk if TOTT T hiqil^eH ftrfq^ 

^ ^^3! Ttr pffqrqft srqTtff Jkfkqff, rTT^rr eftjt), kterr 
nrs^kr, ^ qTffiT'ra Sr 71*545 fuq'T-sr^r rffT (34% »rr4TRt tfr 
pjfT (fhrtfw fkrr; fqrwtff ^ , 

Tfk qff: qtq.K 1344 fqmr Tl tqrqfmiTqff ^ fbt^ 

fffrfvra- qnctn ql^fffq Tnrrpft ^ 1 

<44 , w, ’qkftkr frffK xrfafmPT, 1917 ( 19474414 ) 

4?) artr 74t ^rk: Enrr to qrt 44EfKr (1) % sprr (tr) artr 
sTTrf rrffFq’r 44 wki qtvk gp, k=^ftr ttwr ptn^irtr p4t 
qffrfrftTT qrfwryi qfa4 T44f ^ krek qtcTfffiT wftrqrrk isfr 
pq-opfo vrFtq gW, krqqrr *rw77pq if ^krr wk (34^ Frm 
■Ff ^wTikiTbr^' (qfiPftTir uTTqfpkqq kw f4?fifr?r 47741 |i 

441 4774 4517(45)7^ fkftk4 % 44 pkqT 4tf xr*rFff 

4frf(Tq7f, trim; upjk, kr^r tnr^jfer gtr-Ud-vt 4ft (iff 
444444 55 ^ kf 7fW4 kPn: 4fr 12 - 7-75 if 444 it 4t4k 4ff 
44knt tqpfffqff ^ ’ ffk 4^2, 4t 414 44f4tR frtp nr^skr 
44 ^44fK I ? 

[ffs ^140-22012/ Jl/75-^0 Ill(!ffs)] 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 23 id Apiil, 1976 

S.O. 2634. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
1 elation lo the management of Amali Colliery of Burhar Sub 
Area of Western Coalfields Limited, Post Office Dhanpuri, 
District Sh'ahdol, and their workmen in respect of the matter 
specified in the Schedule hereto annexed. 
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And, whereas the Central Government considers it desi- 
rable to refer the said dispute for adjudication. 

Now, therefore, in exeicise of the powers confeired by 
section 7A, and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10, 
of Ihe Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen- 
tral Goveinment hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal of 
which Shri S. P. Bhargava shall be the I’rcsidinK OJlicer, with 
headquartcia at Indore and refers ihe said dispute for ad- 
judication to the said Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of Amali Colliery 
of Burhar Sub Area of Western Coalhelds Limited. 
Post Office Dhanpuri, District Shahdol in stopping 
from work Shri Baleshwar son of Lachan Loader, 
with effect from 12-7-75 is justiiicd? If not, to what 
lelief is the said workman entitled^ 

[No. L-22012/31/75/D-in(B)J 

wT?ir 

^ aO ttlTfi 

wTo"26.ts. — ft r t tr-tri ’ -z : ttV'rffi'F 
ftt? •kPKT, TlSFfEr itftprR), whfftfhr tifiretBi, 
^ fPtW '4fHd (1 I 

'3W «fr ^TiT ^1 

tRt:, 'CW, ttfstflpTR, 1947 (l947 TT 14) 

tjtTT 74t tjTTT 3 3-t5 tf) tsttmtj ( i) jRf 5)1^ tnfwtft 

ftr 5pr>r jtr, trmr aVtJffnn wftnrrvr »rfetr 
^fPr 1^, 'ftertfl'tr «ft fspnm fRf 

tjfatmiT t '.ft Tfirr % ttut 

iw? trwrfftrtr Tt trrw jl aH 

tfr fttffimr aftrTrrf), afttniir, 

^ftjaPTt ^if ^ ^ ftw w 

ara ^TTifr t ft? afwrvr ^ 

arTTsf nr^rrr PtraTT a a^frlrT rr# fr aH ivf ftraapjarr 
pTRdTmTT I 


tTT Tt-TTrc aWfwfirirPT’kfFrf^r^fwT 

Ro ak Trtt^ 


1 . fkSfffiT tjpTjr t!;?ro- 290 l 1/97/75-flo-lll 

^ iqk ^ 0 ) , ^rtf ^ 2 3 

srffiktor truTfi wtt alfpft wtr 1975 1 
^itaWt itnrffT ^ I 


[OTtr n?ro-2901 t/97/75/^o-in(sfto)] 

ttrro rr^o tTHo a^apT aftlTtft 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 30th April, 1976 

S. O. 2635. — Whereas the industrial dispute speci- 
fied in the Schedule hereto annexed is ending before Shri 
Suchet Singh Kalha, Presiding Officer, Industrial Tribunal, 
Chandigarh. 

And, whereas the services of the said Shri Suchet Singh 
Kalha are no longer available. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 7A and sub-section (1) of section 33-B of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby 
constitutes an Industrial Tribunal of which Shri Pritpal Singh 
shall be the Presiding Officer, with headquarters at Ludhiana 
and withdraws the proceedings in relation to the said dispute 
ending before the said Shri Suchet Smgh Kalha and transfers 


the same to Shri Pritpal Singh, Presiding Officer, Indus Inal 
Tnbtujal, Ludhiana for the disposal of the said proceedings with 
the direction that the said Tribunal shall proceed with the pro- 
ceedings from the stage at which it is transferred to it and 
dispose of the same according to law. 

SCHEDULE 


Si. Parties to the dispute Reference No. and date of 
No. Industrial dispute 


Management of Hindiustan Salts L. 29011/97/75-D. UI(B) dated 
Limited, Jaipur and their the 23rd August, 1975. 
workmen represented by the 
Salt Mines Labour Union, 

Diang, Mandi, 


[No. L-2901J/97/75/D-II1(B)] 
S. H. S. IYER, Section Officer (Spl ) 

wtivi 

2.5 Tt^, 1976 

^tto WT“ 263B. — JRTtn'C ■Pi TriT ^ fip d'lN^ 

xiagjsfr if kkPro knrq ifk if ^ifT ppfT Tfknr h 

?flT ut q 3 ^~ l p i s. 

PutHI-f ^ I 

XjV PT JJPTT fkfK Tl l^IPTfiT'iT^PT % flJR PlLfw 

?TT, xTffi ri 3 «ffrw fqqrr prftifiririr, 1917 (1947 'pt 14) 
ipf uTpr 7Y 'gk tiFT 10 ^ Tiram (i) % ^ (u) -jm 
5r?fr wffKk 3T Rhk ipTt jT, irtk mp u3ti3P i *t. 

wFEriI>T>T ’trST ^TtTTl ^ ftFI% TRiriffiT IffSTTk "k 
TRTiTir ^tir, farfRir t gkrr rik ^ PrarPT 

Tt tjffr wFswt >p> rqiardulipT % M ^ I 

far tT terfa: tifTaT ^ <ff utro uito hs^ptft ip), 
ttkr Jr xrrtpPTfkn It ‘prat # sprarwruT "k tt tp ,aakif?T 
ar aatfr tt JtPma akr # suLait rnp fifia ' d | \siirfT ppr 
air wiwnfi Jf fi;sT iprjTiatfr ^ a? karr a ak 
a^, a) aaa anJarTT: ka sr^k aa ^ttt ^ ’ 

[aaar nao-i2ui2/ibo/754f-II(qo)] 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 25th March, 1976 

S.O. 2636.— Whereas the Central Goveinment is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the Central Bank of India and their workmen in 
respect of the matter specified in the Schedule hereto annexed. 

And whereas the Central Government .considers it desira- 
ble to refer the said dispute for adjudication. 

_ Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 7A, and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of .section 10, of 
the Industrial Disputes Actj 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal of 
which Shri Updesh Narain Mathur shall be the Presiding 
Officer, with headquarters at Jaipur and refers the said dis- 
pute for adjudication to the said Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the Central Bank of India in 
proposing transfer of Shri M, L. Khandclwal to 
Kota on promotion to the post of Chief Cashier in 
the officers Cadre, when there were vacancies of 
Chief Cashiers in other branches at Jaipur itself, is 
justified? If not to what relief is the said workmen 
entitled? 

[No. D12012/160/75/D-11(A)] 
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^ 7 1 ‘)7 0 

fli! WTo 2637. — ipTCP' ^ Trq- ^ f^7 ?TfT% 
pfpjVt Jr ^ Jr 'FTRT ^ ^ »rr^ Pratwi 

^r^^riTr T rr^p ^ftwtrn'^T fWT t I 

P*tT ^^jftiTTTTTFR ^JTWpPm % fM Fr^fWTT 

■fnTTT <(1(5414 TTiTOffr % I 

PTT', PT, pVr'tf’FP frm pfpFPTP, 1447 (194743- m) 
•Ft tHTT 10 4?r (j^PiTT ( i) % ((i) im irm wFwtt 

43 m<( 34 4. G ^ , %^3 rr543T ^343 f44T^ Pt (343 pftrfT^TR- 

pm 741 ^ PPV3 3 E 3 4j^(!fTf341 pfp 4 < '4 3431 2f 4^33^ 
4?! T^nrFM^pT % 4<ff1 ^ i 

43T 43Tm 441, PTJfTT 3rt3 (TIPT) VT, 1333733 trsfo 
PT^^fr PTTpfr 43 5 P4^4T, 1 9 7 5 45 433 tWT 4^ 

.-^iMir^n o ^ 3f3 3^, ^ '^47 43^437 [ 4+1 P*^a37 43 44(317 
^ ? 

[Po T7Pt>- 120 12/ 7/76450-11 (30)] 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th May, 1976 

S.O. 2637. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in re- 
lation to the Canara Bairk. and their workmen in respect of 
the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed, 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desi- 
rable to refer the said dispute for adjudication. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confeiTcd by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indust- 
rial Tribunal No. 2, Bombay, constituted under section 7A of 
the said Act, 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the Canara Bank, Mapusa Branch 
(Goa) is stopping Shri Shantaram N, Saletri, Peon 
from work with effect from the 5th October, 1975 
i.s justified? If not, to what lelief is the said work- 
man entitled ? 

[No, L-12012/7/76/DII(A)] 

plip 

TTo Pit! 2639. — ^(pftP P7437 4f)' 733 f fV S3% PTWlff 
Pi's’ll fwr 4) pft ftTtrr ^41 Mpep % 

PJFPTPP t IppTjfTff pTc 33% 4(343Tf % pW tr4f 

pkflfw FpTPI Iw3T3 (( I 

p57 37437 343 [3433 %r pnpTriFrr % f%$f3%iTn3 

477-3 7 m4l3 33P%r ^ I 

Ptp.pp, pTfflf'iv f33T3 pfafrrnr, 1947 (194743 14 ) 

•p) PT7T 74( %V7 333 1 0 4(5 336373 ( 1 ) % ^ (p) ifTT 

333 4113135 43 3353 477% |Tr, %3f53 P7437 34( 4f5w5pT4r 
pfUETTyr 3f%3 4(735 jl f33% (1531353 pfimfl '([5 Tflo l^o 

PT333 pfrf, [3343 Jja3T33 337757 % ?>3 p 57 343 fpWt 
415 343 p5tf5f34r pfapTTP 475 PiwPrsfpT % fir? prerff 

t I 

43T fW3 33 Flfp^a, 337lV % 337337^ 4(5, 343 34( 

475 4(117 1 %o 4f5ti ■ffs', 337 t5t ir 43% 33 35313 7WV sff «f5o 35(37 
4i35 %5 24 3174r7r, ][)7.9 % PTTTl^ % 334^ 4(7% 4f5 437TrTf 

3rT3’5f33 & ? 3f3 3# 3% 4754717 [33 43^47377 ^ ? 

[3o r^i!-12012/l75/7S-f5e-IT(tJo)] 


JULY 17, 1976/ASADHA 26. 1898 


ORDER 

S.O. 2638 Whcicas Ihc Central Government is of opinion 

that an industrial dispute exists between the emplovcrs in 
relation to the Vijaya Bank Limited and their workman in 
lespect of the matter specified in the Schedule heieto annexed. 

And, whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
lo refer the said dispute for adjudication. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confei red by 
section 7 A, and clause (d) of sub-section ( 1 ) of section 10 , 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen- 
tral Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal of 
which Shri G, S, Bhagwat shall be the Presiding Officer, 
with headquarters at Bangalore and refers the said dispute 
for adjudication to the said Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of Vijaya Bank 
Limited, Bangalore in dismissing Shri V. Bhajanga 
Shetty, Clerk-cum-Godown Keeper at the K. G. Road 
Branch of the said Bank, Bangalore with effect 
from the afternoon of the 24th Fabruary, 1973 is 
justified? If not, to what remedy is the said work- 
man entitled? 

[No, L-12012/175/75/DII(A)l 

PT^ 

3f Ftp#, t 1 3i 19 7 6 

4tTaPTi> 2639. — ^%3f53 3747T7 4(5 753 ^ fti T3% TJPBra P7J^|7f5 

*5 fpPrfw PttpI % 3t% % 34113 %4r35r %47 % 3731 fWt^ 

sf57 733% 47«f47T7f % >153 1747 pWIpt fV3T3 f3fl3r3 t I 

P%7 %-lft33747T7 73455 fh3T3 4(5 -H i a Pi "1 4 -i % Pi ?P( 3 

4(73T 3t®(f53 33P%5 | ; 

P3:, P3, pWPtT f%413 (Pfld333, 1947 (l947 43 1 4) 

4% PTTT 10 %5 33PT7T ( 1 ) % ifT (p) JTTT STW 43 

Ptf53 477% %-lf53 37437 7343 fimp 4% 343 pfhPiaa 4% 

pm 747 % Ptf53 3fe3 tf r pJP iT pftr4774r, 4?! (313- 

f3%33 % fpp PraffPP 477?f5 I I 

435 3313 %4r33 %47, 3ft33 fI[3IP3 ^ 7533 % SfPPJPW 
4 % »f 5 fWlft 33T, qFr i3 «Sp Jr >^3^ PTPnfr 47%3r^5, 4% 
%4TP5 4(5 31 P373, 1973 % 33131 4(7% 4% 43f3lf 

%P *557 rppfrfpp % ? 3^ 4#, 35 7343 4(%437 fw P^353 

43 ?473T7 I ? 

[rfo (T^To- 120 12 / 174/7 5 - 350 - 11 ( 36 )] 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 11th May, 1976 

S.O. 2639. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the Punjab National Bank and their workmen 
in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication lo the Industrial 
Tribunal Delhi, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of the Punjab 
National Bank, West Himalayas Region Jammu in 
terminating the services of Shri Kishori Lai, ex- 
temporary employee in the Pong Dam Area with 
effect from the Slst Augustj 1973 is legal and justi- 
fied ? If not, to what relief is the said workman 
entitled ? 


[No. L-12012/174/75-D-II(A)i 



25 J 6 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; JULY 17, 1976/ASADHA 26, 1898 [Pari 11— 


WTOI 

WTo 2640 — ^ TTT ^ 

ir fiwjff ^ 3rrt Jr %T;r^R 

frrftr^ Jr rrpsra: Pr^fFrVf 'ifty: p'P ^fUrTPR; 

fjTTP; Prwtrr^ t i 

?rlT ^ 'pI '^rraPi™!^ % Fr^ 

f^^fyrO *rrRTT tilwi'fR’ ^THTTrlr ^ I 

TO, *r3r, iWtfJTT froo? TTftrFrTO, 1947 ( 1947 'Frr 14 ) 
^ ETHT 10 >ffr ^-Erm/( 1 ) ^ w ,(tr) am ir^rTT wfeifY ‘ft 
%FrfU FTT^FTT f^lTTR ^ \j*ta TlftlPlM H ^ 

tnrr 7 T' % toIft ‘Tft?r TrVnlfw ^rfsTFror, w‘FTTr Tr to't- 

fTT^TO ^ ’FTlfl ^ I 

W-l.^ 

iRTT TOfTOH ^ Ffl f^rro ^ *6^ 

Mw ^ t I irf^ U, 111 TITT fTTlW 

^ 'FTrf'iTf^^T 1*11111 orriTT tUt; ijjpft imr firlwl 

^rTTO'rrT Jr irrin ^rm frir rnfl^ Jr ? 

[#o rruro-12012/2;i/76-T7o lI(lTo)] 
ORDER 

8.0. i640. — Whereas the Central Government la of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the Hindustan Commercial Bunk Limited and their 
workmen in respect of the matters specified In the Schedule 
hereto annexed. 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able, to refer the said dispute for adjudication. 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers confeiTcd by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial 
Tribunal Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said 
Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether Shri Bijoy Chand Kaiaoor of Hindustan Com- 
mercial Bank Limited has been performing the duties 
of a clerk 7 If so, should he be designated as a 
clerk and his name brought on the seniority list of 
clerks and from what date 7 

[No. L-12012/23/76/D.n(A)] 

VTo IRo 2641~"%i^hT TRFK itfl TO I ^144 

^ f^Ttllr % *u2 Jr rNi ^Ria I tl 11^15 

fTTn'l'ipFt trtr tfiF trhfflPpF 

riwain ^ I 

xtVr ^TfslronTFrT uw Ptro Tt nroMro % Wfro 

fTTO «riw)'fl4 TOFPft ^ : 

to:, TO, trWftlW fiPTO xrftrfilTO, 1947 ,(l947'FT14) 
^ UTTT 1 0 vJHtllci ( 1 ) ^ ( rf ) 5TTT TOTT Hrfrfitft apt 

jpftrr ’TR!! §t7, fiTOTT: :3W fTOW ^ nJim STfllPiau 

n?) tnrr 74t ^ wtJU fifer xftwtfro trfwtyr, nrr rro- 

Mto ^ ^ I 

xpfgi Ff^Ml % tTTFTO^ lit, rnsn* fJ^ITr :j*fd 5"F 
^ ijw ^irar Jr imV Ffl tfo %o i?! 1 2 fiRror, 1973 
Jr TOtfrfTO' ^ trPt R'lfl, tfr 

^njrn: fVR tt ipFttTT ^ ? 

[tfo tTFro.l2012/8 2/7 5-:rfto-II(tTo)] 


ORDER 

S.O. 2641. — Whereas the Centra) Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the Bank of India and Ihcir workmen 
in respect of the mattcis specified in the Schedule hcieto 
annexed. 

And whereas the Central Government consideis it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication, 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial 
Tribunal, Delhi, constituted under section 7A of the said 
Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of the Bank of 
India in dismissing Shri A. K. Kirti, Clerk. Main 
Branch of the said Bank at Lucknow with effect 
from the 12th December, 1973 is justified 7 If 
not, to what relief is the said workman entitled 7 

INo, L-12012/82/75/D-ll(A>l 

feff , 1 7 trf, 19 7 6 

mto 2642 — TtTFTT V) TO ^ ftr ?TlJr d9m4 

Jr ^ if rip tpifltff 'Frofi 

r^Plek, ITTO %■ WUtTO & TTOff ffffftTppf sftt; TO- 

UTRf % jfW ^‘F tr'hfffJpF f^tTOTff g- ; 

^T^yfiT ff <=FTT tjw frorc 'Ft fir^fTO 

frtrlT TItoN ffWtff I 

TO:, TO, 'ff’i^ffPPF frorc RfsrPm, 1947 ( 19474:1 la) 
•Ff RTTT 10 'iff ^-tror ( 1 ) % TO ,(it) am tott 
air JErffi jff, ^"frormu: , ^ frora »fff ijroTrftilTO’T 
4fV trm 74? % fftffff rrfisn' wf«ftfw tTFuamr, totot 4 ff 
FTOfiTufro % W WftffT »imft I I 

wr ftj; iuiTf% TOrff FriPgS^, rmnr 'ft «ff tpio 

TmrpF Fr^fror # ^^ixft ffr 7 1974 ir toto =fto 

TOfflFpr 41 ’ fffir aff, tfr :34a 4 r 4 =Fn: fro wijtiriT an ijaraK 
I? 

[jfo FRO- 1701 2 / 7 / 7 URo I] 
3TRo «^4nmi, 447 irfR4 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 17th May, 1976 

S.O. 2642. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the New India Assurance Company Limited, J'atna 
and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed. 

And whereas the Central Government considers it dcsii- 
ablc to refer the said dispute foi- adjudication. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial 
Tribunal, Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of the said 
Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the termination of services of Shri K N. Chaubey, 
Assi.stant Inspector, New India Assurance Company 
Idmited, Patna with cifcct from the 7th March, 1974 
was justified 7 Tf not, to what relief is the said 
workman entitled 7 

[No. L. 1 7012/7 /74/LR I] 

R. KUNJITHAJ’ADAM, Under Secy. 
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WTo 2643, — +l"<+n; 73^^ 

TT WjTfe: f^TiTt % srfl: if 4^34 ^0 jffi! »ffo Prftrar, 

*6V siTTtTT TtPTTfA % ¥nr»rTT qgm-iterf TTwr ttft?, 

f!T33i EJ^T^ ^ 733f;j f^^fr¥4ff tiV ■jiT% T^ff.l'O' ^7 fK 
StVj^Piti (qqm f^TqTfirr ^ I 

iAt: %3jff!r jtt'tttt: TTOrrETofTpr ^ Pr^- 

pTjftPT 377713 t||ijrfl(j HHHirff f I 

TR:, WIT. ?lVrpT37 fniTO wftJpFrir, 1<)47( 1947 "PT 14 ) 
iff 'jttt 10 iiff ^-‘jm ( 1 ) ^ irr (^r) jrt irr wfinift 
>63 sroVr 377 % ^ IT, ^ifR TTTWTR 33 ^ flr3T3 if r ^313 trftrPrrJT 
3Vf HTO 737 % *13fR iTfe3 TF37TT flWiftIT PrfdTTTr 

173 ^73 '■H 19 01 9 RFTT 3 37T 731731313313 % Pill Pt^filR 377 ^ Jl I 

fR sflo^fo^fro nff srirm TfTHiiTt % ttr- 

9 73 , 1 1 7i 9 * 33 ) 94 , Pl'1 1 143373 % 7737147373 
4ff «ff jftifVTT: WIT, 7,rvi|*-d3 «f7fT7 fit 1/2/1973 if 3W 77 

T>fA iff iTTTrf ■ 3 fw If ’ Tfr niff ?fr 133137 fi^r itwit 

13 piTTn: ^ ’ 

[Tt. il3Tii-200 1 2/1 24/75-^to-IlI-fr] 

ORDER 


1713 4to 47TT3 ITTflTil 17>r Mfl'Sl ^ imitTI' 
"^PrTft, inTw wsfW, fw eiwtt W'tiiioi iff isff 
7T^7Tf>TT4riIWT, fWT; TRm? lit 26-S-1 975 iT HTTf iff 

13^^ ^14 ItVt 73TT77ffw If ? Tfr 3^, llf 137 Pw HTJ^ffl 
13 jTTTn; t ? 

[jfi! rr!Ti,- 20012 / 240 / 7 ,V 4 if‘>in-l 3 ] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 3rd April, 1976 

S.O. 2644.— Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of Kankanee Colliery of M/s, 
Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., P.O. Bansjor, Dhanbpd and their 
workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government consideis it desii- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court No. 2, 
Dhanbad under section 7A of the said Act. 


S.O. 2643 — Wheieas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers io 
relation to the Diamond Phiilaritand section of Baroia Collieiy 
of M/s, BCC Ltd., P.O. Nawagarh, Distt. Dhanbad and their 
workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said di.sputc for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Induslrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industiial Tribunal-cum-l.abour Court No. 3 
constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 


SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of Kankanee 
Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Limited, P.O. 
Bansjora, District Dhanbad in dismissing Shri Rajen- 
dra Singh Jagpal, Electric Helper with effect from 
26th August, 1975 is legal and justified ? If not, 
to what relief is he entitled ? 

[No, L-200I2/240/75-D,m-Aj 


x7T%sr 

3^ pRsfl, 21 ffifiT, 1976 


SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of Diamond 
Phiilaritand section of Barora Colliery of M/s. 
BCC Ltd., P.O. Nawagarh, Distt. Dhanbad in stopp- 
ing from work of Shri Yogeshwar Prasad, Register 
Keeper with effect from 1st February, 1973 is 
justified ? If not, to what relief is the workman 
entitled ? 


Tda (TTo 26 4 5.— 3TTTTT X?) 7 Tt ^ Pp 'Sain* 

if frPrfTCcr Prwf ^ tiT ^f tflotfro^fto ftfftftt 
xft ntfRTTfl % 'Ttr f3fT35t: ^4733, TRIW 3*33133, 

flrsrr wcir ^ fwlsr^rr stIt wli "iufTfinl t ):47 

fTTTT fw 33 T 3 


[No. L-20012/124/75-D11I-A) 
7T^ .1 t3^7T; 19 7 6 

WP* VTo 2644. — 3337737 4ff 3333 ^ f^I U ' lUJ 

*33^ Jr WrfTR fTTiri %■ ir 4*73f htw tIWr vW 
farrirtr «b1 *13333331 TtrstTfl, tAstTtt, wttt ^ s7T7a-- 

WT H TTRar PrTl^rrl wlr 'p4>7331 % tPt mp vlmlP i H. 
[33373 frxrwT 

win %3fl7T *33433: 3373 fwrT ipl *ir373f334i77T % iR^WfilTr 
^3337 jrfwtT *73713^ t ; 

573, W, wl!!rlPr*P fTTTT wf!jfW3, 1 947( 1 947 43 I 4 ) 
ipl tJTTf 10 iff 33-t7T3T ( 1 ) % *#7 (t) 1337 STim v rfTpil l 

33 !f TPT 37331 f 73, >43:3773 333 fWTT ^ wfffpTW 

3il tnrr 737 % wfflTr qfsr 377337 trWfw xrfwTTTur 

CTT W *3I37W 3I5TT 2, !I3ar3T 337 JWTpfnlw ^ PlJffrP 
37733! t I 
47 01/76- 6 


(ffr %?fl3 *3337(7 333 PrTtT 37t *33313433 % fiTtf f33?ft33 
477*43 3lw*ff3 >33fpfl ^ ; 

X7V, Vi, il^tlilfTP PlTIT vTvT^i’iH, 1947 (l 947 377 I4) 

3ff ^rrr to 377 7r-3r*'7 (1 ) ^7 tit ( 3) jrn- ttt i3pl33l 
477 331*3 477% %*#r3 *374777 '333 fTTTT 377 7J33 43raf333 4% 

3377 747 %7 47^13 3fe3 %3fl3 JTT'TIR PrftfWT V7f rw 

* 3 1 3 133 , 3*33 .3, *33333 4% *3T3f*T'3i3*T ^ fsPT f*34ffw 477lfl 

t I 


Tirr 43% sTr*3 4>lf473 47313 4?! f*3f33)j7 tI (39 6 

PrEld'l,* 134733 , 3737 * 77 4 * 133777 , fill'll WTIT ^7 nWiiix 4 % 41 
^TrT 7 fw, frW-TtfW'P ^ fr 37 Xff 471 1 1 - 5-1972 ll 7 l 37 % 
4 fl 47 f^ 3 T^ * 3 r 3 lf 43 t- ^ ^ 

IPPTT*- ^ ? 

[ifo 2 0 0 I 2 / 1 2 6/ 7 5-4l-IIItl] 
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ORDER 

New DcLki, the 2l8t April, 1976 

S.O. 2645. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an Industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the Pure Nichitnur Section of Nichitpur Colliery 
of M/s. B.C.C. Ltd., P.O. Bansjora, Distt. Dhanbad and their 
workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court No. 3, 
Dhanbad constituted under sectioin 7A of the said Act. 

* SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of Pure Nichitpur 
Section of Nichitpur Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking 
Coal Ltd., P.O. Bansjora, Distt, Dhanbad in stopping 
the services of Shri Tariin Kumar Mitra, Sale 
Supervisor with effect from 11th May, 1973 is 
justified? If not, to what relief is the workman 
entitled. 

[No. L-20012/l26/75-D.m-AI 

VTo^TTo 2645* — u s Tit TPT ^ 

PrPrfe fipTRl ^ ^ tftpf WTtT '^tftnr TTtW 

ftrftrJr, Tft iTf«r ftEnr tNttt ttr, iiwf ’srra' TfrrrrftTT, I^ht 
tPTtrra ^ tnftpRT fftra: ftrtftsrrrt iiVt: ^ ipp 

sflsiini'T' PaTin ftrrnrPT 

sTls d OTU s Ttt ^ fulfil n 

Trtsrr TitsuVd trtiTrat 

4rtT:, TTT, BWtPrrt frm ttfiffttm, 1947 (1947 Tn- 14 ) 

tnrr 10 Tft ^-trm ( 1 ) ^ (N) irtt tp^rr itirwu' f tn- 

Ttlln u'fTi I f sum [9914 ^ 4 9-1 TTfltfHR'H Tit 

ffirr 71; wifPr Rftw rttr sttrftftpp ttrEpptyr-tpf- 

•TR rRPTPW Jtw 3, tR4T? Tt rRTqfTshpT % f^tr ftpffipT TTTtft 

wngrft 

irTT HTW Til [Hid Ttl^ Trt dT«f ftPTTT T?PmT 

iTTTTT Tnrr TfPTFfttr, DrtTT shttt ^ trrxrtfw R#«ft 
WT^TJfttT dWItf *ftt: TM^T ReBT?, fTTC' St^ tlT'<tf Ttt 
fTsrftcr R TtT^ Tit Ti l lTit ^Tt^TT t ’ Tf4 rrlf, nff ^ 
•ptfTtK fipfr % ^TRTR ^ TltT fVtt ’ 

[ffo tItT-2001 2/1 04 / 75-^0 ni-rr] 


ORDER 

S.O. 2646. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an Industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of jSorth Tisra Colliery of M/s. 
Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., P.O, Khas Jeenagora, Distt, Dhan- 
bad and their workmen in respect of Ihe matters specified 
In the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government consideis it desii- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 


hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court No. 3, 
Dhanbad cnostituted under section 7 A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of North Tisra 
Colliery of M/s, Bharat Coking Coal Limited, P.O. 

Khas Jeenagora, Distt. Dhanbad in not regulating 
S/Shri Lalji Mallah and Baldeo Mallah, Soft Coke 
Bhatla Makers is justified? If not, to what relief 
are the said workmen entitled and from what 
date? 

{No. L-20012/164/75-D.11I-A1 

fefl, 10 nf, 1976 

nuTno 2647- — frrm: t?) tht ^ fi; ttbu: 

it WrfVs' frTtfl ^ wit Jr Ttt^ xprifTit 

fil Pu c s (tBT Til'll ^[^9 1 fJfo) Tfy 4'9 <s I Tttftwft, Tmr Tplc 
foiiPuno ^ it tru fir'friTTft iflr t^t^pI 

% IT^ xfUftflFr f^lT fWTPT 

sfri rRTTf ^ Tit -'TTJTrTJfl’t 4; fjpr MfllT 

TP7TT R'RFdt 

wir, TR', xfWTfiTf; twT Ttftrimm, 1947 {i947 T;r 14 ) 

Ttr dm 10 if) TTdlTT ( 1 ) Tt Tpr (r) JTU tRrT TiT 

sTifPr sfTT^ 51 T, turm: TfT frur Tit 7m TjfdfHRR Ttt 

sm TV % ffrflw jrffer w^tx Tftcnfmp wrfmw-tf’t-'TR 

rrrFTPnT dWT 3, tpT^ Ttt % fJpf Wfrm Trttft 

f. I 

Tdr RTO tJPT 4T«nfTfe ftfe Tff TRfJTft, 

fppEfT itfP: [spTT K^rrftTPr % wranr Tfr, Tttf^nrft ik 

nfr ipd i[TviT % ^T9r TjFtTrnfr >ifr tp? Rpm »tt Tfr 
gnpTT TfrfJmt if T>5rim ^ Jr wp Ttrit i^t TTfarr^ ^gutir ^i d 
jt ? dfr di[t, tfr TT^TP fiPT rijtP ttt Tftr frtr rrrfNr ^ frr^P -■/ 

[do Rrf-zoui 2/1 0n/7!Pro Illtl] 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the lOth May, 1976 

S.O. 2647. — Whereas the Cent] a1 Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of Kedla Colliery of M/s. Coal 
Mines Authority Limited (Now Coal India Ltd.) P.O. & Distt, 
HazaribaA and their workmen in respect of the matters 
specified In the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court No. 3, 
Dhanbad consliluted under section 7A of the said Act. 


SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of Kedla Colliery 
of M/s. Coal Mines Authority Limited, P.O. and 
Distt, Hazaribagh in refusing employment to Shri 
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Chandru Narain Jha, Despatch Officer of Shri Madan 
Shukla a contractor in Kedla Colliery is justified ? 
If not, to what relief the workman is entitled and 
fi'om what date. 

[No. L-20012/160/75/D.IIhAl 
wrift 

WlnWTo 26 4 8.— "Ft THT t f'E ^ ^r«ra: 

if f^Wl % if »nTd ’FffY'T ftto 

'EthT^rff Tr«f fisrtrr 

w^tiTC ^ tftftrtfff it trrro fiT«r>r^ff ifT ^»f?rRf % 
tfV ^fflftfipF R fWtTR ^ , 

wk rRTtn: fqqrq Tt ^RTfiT'jfqq ^ ftTT fq?f»PT 

TTrn qiaiffl't qrmtff 

wtr., wff, wkftfw fqqr? wftrhm, 1947 (i947 <Fr 14 ) 

tmer 10 iff ^-UTTT ( 1 ) %■ STR (q) a:Rr srtt irfktq'T iq 
WfmtR^ JTT, tRIiR ^ fqqR lit gjR iffHfffim iff 

tlRT Tit ^ Jtffiq qfef iRipR iftflffq'F wrtrirRr-tTq-Ffri 

tqrTFTq tfwT 2, wqfR ih qiTqfiT!ntqq ^ firn ffTiff'tR iRdf ^ 1 

iqr iftrtf urtt TfWtq irkr iff sfnfff^ ifiRth 6 % 

•rrif ir^f^ ir.jqrq, Trit«Rir, fftrtrr «rq«m: % stfartFr w»4f 
HTtfr jff^ ifftRf, nija- Tf^, xnj qm, 

STJT rff?f| Rtr fi'tT'T qf'jd Mlt 5^4 tf^tTf, T'iff <1 Ri T. I iff 
26 1974 if T?«qtT iR^ iff itrfqi^ tqrqff^ !^ ? ttft 

tff tT>fsnT ItifitR firq (f^tflT ^ ? 1 t?R t I 

[^to trtT-20012/213/75-tffo lil-tr] 


ORDER 

S.O. 2648, — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in re- 
lation to the management of North Senedih Section of the 
Jogldih Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., P.O. 
Tundoo, Distt. Dhanbad and their workmen in respect of the 
matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of seetion 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Aet, 1947, (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court No. 2, 
Dhanbad constituted under section 7 A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of North Senedih 
Section of Jogidih Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking 
Coal Limited, P.O. Tundoo. Distt. Dhanbad in dis- 
missing the services of S/Shri Murali Mahato, 
Mohun Bouri, Amrit Bouri, Radhu Mahato, Mukhru 
Dass, Thakur Modi, Ram Ki.shen Bouri and Kumud 
Mahato all Miners with effect from 26th June, 1974 
is justified? If not, to what relief are the workmen 
concerned entitled 7 

[No. L-20012/238/75-D. IIT-A] 

nriiT 

iqoqto 28 49. — ^trrfPrtRltR if) THT t -dqiNd 

if rifdr^ie sk if 4 tr(f 'rrt "Ftftqr iki 

farni y, Ilf iftIktRf, TtirrR P>rtTr tmm ^ tRti- 

tRf ^ trt^ PErkrift Rk ittfirff pi? iftififw 

fiiTT fWTFt I;; 


tflT TTjfrq qT:iT|T ^ flTR iff Fqtlfqtffqd it ftlTr firIriRt 

IRTt q I vs-H 9 

Rtt., w, tfriftPriT fqqrq trrafqqq, 1947 (1947 it 14 ) 

iff tjRt 10 iff qi-uRt ( 1) % ij-w («r) jRT sRTt irfftriff itr 

srqpr IR^ %?!ffq tRITR qiT fqirq fft qW ttrSTfripiT iff 
URI 71t ^ tttffq qfeq tRItR ifflfTfirit tTfiURW-'/q-tTR 

?qwr?rq qsir 3 , ttqqtq iff qrrqfqufqq % firrr 1 1 

iqr tTRtt ifff%q iftn fqfiRq iff lifqfft^ liffiprtt, 
f^r EtqqR ^7 M itp i 'a iff, «ff qn 

taRTtff iff 26-7-1974 tf fTnr If -dlt^ iff ITktrf 

^ ’ qfr qff, tff irfiTR firq iPidk <ft ^ir t ? 

[rpPTT trq- 20012/238/7S-ffo -Ill-tr] 

ORDER 

S.O. 2649. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in re- 
lation to the management of Jogidih Colliery of M/s. Bharat 
Coking Coal Limited, P.O. Tnndoo, Distt. Dhanbad and their 
workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government, considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tnbunal-cum-Labour Court No. 3, 
Dhanbad constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the nction of the management of Jogidih Colliery 
of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited, ost Office 
Tundoo District Dhanbad in stopping Shri Lalu 
Mahato, Pump Khalasi from his work with effect 
from 26-7-1974 is juslified ? If not, to what relief 
is the workman entitled 7 

[No. L-20012/238/75-D. III-A] 

WT^IT 

IToUTo 26 5 0.— ^^iffTlUTFR iff TTR if fit qlWI 
*r ririfi Fg: fiqqf % qk if 4 h 7 f xiRq ukr frrfikT 
iff tpffkif iftffrqff, sTitfR tffffnft?, Pttt sttur % 

^ qran fqqUriff xfk irffirrl % ffn tfftftfjri, fiqra 

fi 41*01 

xfft: %?ifq 1R17R Til fiiTT iff -'TFTfq'jfqq % ffiff Wfipt 
iRTT ilwDi rrtmffi ti 

m:, *rq, n'^tf i Pii ,' fqiR ursrffrqq, 1947 (1947 nr 14) 
iff STRT 10 iff T'lyRI ( 1) ^ (t) IUT rRIT wfknrf IT 

TiPr 1 R% jff, ^ 7 TfrT iRiTR TIT fqiR nf TIT trrqPBrT iff 
uRT 717 ^ xr4fT Tfer ^r^fq tttr xffiffPm irrtmtor-TTq- 
•jpi woiM ' a Hw 3, tPTiTC iff T^PrTTT % fq'ff fdiffirT ir^ 
t I 

Jppf nfflTR xff tff O ffif O Pdll/l IRT ITNif STf^ TTT ^f ^f 
>rf mA nf STTT if jT, vtrt nffnr nra' r^rfiri* 
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it itftpTtt i swtRra ir '^t ^ft^^rTiTo Pmrt, mfW 
TTTnfr it Htfjjir >rai Tt 't’TTnt (fir ^ 

Tt^ it >Frwr^ 'JTFtif^^ ^ *1^ , it tiili'H, fi*T irjtnr 

TT ^TTT ^ tfh fiJT Trrtt^ ^ ? 

[io 2 0 01 2 / 2 0 8/7 5-itolII-»^] 
ORDER 

S.O. 2650.— Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in re- 
lation to the management of Kooridih Colliery of M/s. Bharat 
Coking Coal Ltd., Post Office Sonardih, District Dhanbad 
and their workmen in ■■cspcct of the matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Trlbunal-cum-Labour Court No. T. 
Dhanbad constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether keeping in view the duties performed over a 
long period of time by the workman Shri C. S. 
Tewary, the action of the management of the 
Kooridih Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal 
Limited in denying the dc.signation and scale of 
pay of Loading Clerk to Shri C. S. Tewary Load- 
ing Chaprasi, is justified? If not, to what relief is 
the workman entitled and from what date? 

[No. L-20012/268/75/DII1-A1 

Ttoimo 2651. — ifr ’TT t f<p Tma 
4rflrg;<fr *r frirff ir ntr*! xtitt *PtfirtT 4thT fisPuS® 

vhrrtt ThTTr tr, TT4t«n; irfm, tEtsm It srlahu 
ffwrjt xftr vdiinff It n«i? xft«ftPT4t 

flUHId 

flrrr 4^ -airtPurpT-f |r hrtr fh^fjfrt 

47771T mnrft I; 

^T(T', JTtr, StWlfifTt ftxfR xrPtjfffiT'T, 1947 (l947 TT 14 ) 

grt ETHT lu ifr ( 1 ) It tj'tr (xr) srt tiw 

tpfhr 5t7^ jpi, la'jftiT trtrtrt; tjrpT fw? trftjfwr 

W7T 7gt It WthT hfeT |tt/(T rtTfR xfltftPrV wF«r4ftW-tr|- 

mtt tiwr j, tjTtnr ^ rrrtTPrtfiPT % firn fSr^pttpT utTffl 

I 

WT rfthf »nT!r ^tf%4r gtpr tIw iiet, 

¥T^txrT frflrrr, fitter hT'xVx It ^ qvi or r^Pv^-r 

13-10-75 it iFrjT It KT if 4tTh TTT th trtJJtfh 1% itWR 
"ptI- ^ 'TtrtTTf t^ntftflrT & ? hfr tr^, tt ^ ^4^ f5trT 
XT^ffnr 4tT ^ ? 

[tfo tirT-20012/l6/76-#rIII-tr] 


ORDER 

S.O. 2651. — Where the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of Dobarl Collier y of M/s. Bharat 
Coking Coal Ltd. Post Office Jharia, District Dhanbad and 


their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able lo refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. 1947, '14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Centrrrl 
Government Induslrral Tribunal cum T.abour Court No. 3, 
Dhanbtrd constituted rtndcr section 7A of the said .Act, 


SCHEDULE 

Whether the aetton of the management of Dobart Colliery 
of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited, Post Office 
Jharia, Distt. Dhanbad in refusing to allow Shri 
Dasrath Harijan to work as Prop. Mazdoor with 
effect from lTlO-75 is jrrstifled ? If not to what 
relief is the said workman entitled ? 

[No. L-20012/16/76/DiriAJ 

I 7 ht, 19 7 8 

^TtoWto 26 5 2. — li-lflrr gi) TPT f hT Irflf 

Wmjsff t Whitts fwfi |t ttI 4 Tfprp^hFx^ firPhtr 

gfr vniwin Thurr wet, twxr ngrri, ftErr isprar^ It stlErffa" 4 

ut-ir4 srW .snl) <1 It tOfOpigt [ 44 1,4 

fwtPT ft; 

*flT Itrjfhf »TTftR grr fWT H rtTPlIhlim I; fiTTr fiTTfllcT 
WnTTT 4iwfl4 TrmiPl 

'(w, tAwifw fira'ra wfufim, 1947 (1947 5tr 14 ) 
Hit am in gft tjTtTRT ( 1 ) It spit («)) srtr arfippif it 
min iPT^ jp, Irrffhr uTTfrrr Tpr f«r*rTst ar xrfhfhTh 
tnrr 7«rt It xirfiT rtfer Imfhr tiT*n7: xiInfrfiTT crfOT57iir-tr4->itTr 
'PIT! TP 4wTr 2 , igff^n *f?r tpTrr-firlTff |t Ftp "ftrsfr 1 1 

4PT rtTpuis ^ IMMIHKI rflrmT 

Tiwr firm !EWTT It rpV, MT SETOh JR-R RtPR, 

^rriH ft) 5 'tis.qPj, 19 7 4 4 ftrp 4 T>ft4 14 gtrlsTlf fprJTrfRfl, 

I, pft 4 t TPff itRTn: Upt ti jpRR ^ ? 

[Ro P^-200 12/l,54/7 5-«to III-R] 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 17lh May, 1976 

S.O. 2652. — -Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that art industrial dispute exists between the employers in re- 
lation to the management of Kapasara Colliery of M/s. Eas- 
teni Coalfields Limited, P.O. Mugma, District Dhanbad and 
their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section f1) of .section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Trihunal-cum-Labour Court No. 2, 
Dhanbad constituted under section 7A of the said Act, 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of Kapasara 
Colliery of Messrs Eastern Coalfields Limited Post 
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Office Mugnia District Dhanbad in stopping Shri 
Bulrara Kumar Uppal Munshi from work with effect 
from 5th Fehrimry, 1974 is justified ? tf not to 
what relief is the said workman entitled ? 

[No. L-20012/154/75/D.IIIA] 

Stf JO 1976 

20S3.— Trrr 

fr % Jifs- if J?JT¥ «;mt iftir 

4ff trrttfTT sfrftrtrff, ttpitEiT rf^rriTH Ertrr t^mre % 

^ iTPtrs r^OTfif 5iV ^ >tnf^rT ^ ^>r qur wYoTfw 
fwfTPt 

jpf nfraf^TrifiiTT % firtJ f^fTO 

‘ksjrr qtsHfrr JTfffltfV t: 

w?T., m, tfbo tr' r H. ' ftrrnr ttrfepTtrtt, i947 (1947 ^ 14 ) 

4 ff Hirr 10 Tf ^HRt ( 1) % (^) aRt JhRt »rf«Rrff ftr 

irafrr ’iR^ ^tr, jr^r fritt firwr w trftTTffirff 4 ft 

ETRT 7'P sk tTcffff rtft^ SRjffff »RTR 5lVtrfiRr tff^WRW tpt 
>Jrtt ’■a I n [ 9 rpttTT J, tTRaR 4i[ 1 4 Pt 4 tt 4 %“ fTtf fHafilrtT 
•rTtfr I I 

( 1 ) TTT Tm? JTpnrr TitftriRt aft tnr 4fr^ tHRff 

nifTi PrfjTdy Tf ttmrtf tiRRi-?:.4RinzTT sfR tftjTt 

Drar tmre iff trit tjfire ift ^Jr^Rrff, 1973 % 

ifmr tsFT iff tRiTiT irtfjR % fr^ liV rh lifiwr wrff if 

wr#, 1 973 ^ taRff ir^ tft ^ifFT 

jtt ifr fHtfrf!ir?r ff iRir i/f irriiit 'TTnfff^ I ? tfft fi^, tff 
TOTR )t!t itr ^i^tR | iffr fiiF trrOw ^ ? 

( 2 ) wr tiTTRT iftfiiTr ifttr MirtT, iff arifm >i^frr<f, 
iRcfmtr, 5Rr mfir firtrr aigrra It stwfl'ai iff iRtfir 

ifmtTT tJTff It IRJTirR ilWT if "if Tt^ TTRIT, It^ltR ItfiRfft; 

Rrtr: it'r 38 iiRiff, 1 973 ir itrfi if Kfitl' n?)- nR^if nrr- 

iffPiR <f ? ifl tr^, nf witR fitff trasTi itr ftiRR t ’ 

Iffo 1^-200 1 3/274/75-Tr lll-tf] 

WRs. qfo fT^Rr, HTT 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 30th June, 1976 

S.O, 2653. — -Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in re- 
lation to the management of Damoda Colliery of M/s. Bharat 
CoMng Coal Ltd. P. O. Nawagarh District Dhonbad and 
theii workmen in respect of the matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, [14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby 
refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal-cum-l.aboiir Court No. 3 Dhanbad 
constituted under section 7A of the said Act, 

SCHEDULE 

( 1 ) Whether the action of the management of Ramgarh 
Jahria Colhciy npw a unit of Damoda Colliery of 
Messrs Bharat Coking Limited Po.sl Office Karma- 
tnnd Via Mohiida District Dhanbad in not employ- 
ing Shii Mohan Makartt Kuru alter the fake over 
of the Colliery in January, 1973 and restarting 
the mining opciations in that colliery in March 1973 
IS justified 7 If not, to what relief is the workman 
entitled and from what date ? 
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(2) Whether the action of the management of Damoda 
Colliery of Mes.sis Bharat Coking Coal 1 imited, 
P. O. Karraatand, via Mohuda District Dhanbad in 
stopping from work Shri Raju Raul, woikman-cum- 
commissioned Sirdar. Karmatand section of Damoda 
Colliery with effect from 28th February, 1973 was 
justified ? If not. two what relief is the wokman 
entitled 7 

[L-20012/274/75-DIIIA] 
R. P. NAUUl A, Under Secy. 

utIh 

rtf 3 Ttf, 19 70 

ItTvWTo 2654.— feTr TOtR <[ -atT | fit 

ir fifffflw: fwff It »nt if fftRl UR'I 'TttRIR 
qirs iRtRl, wrarf It jTis^w ifft: t3Tj% itgity^ 

I: Jjjvf trit igWlMt fxpTl^ flWffIR 11, 

irtT IvBfif JTRfR ;31T?T f^R ift ?!rnTitp3trriT I; firiT fhTflFt 
iRir imifftif ; 

«Rf, Ul, t/VnlFTlt fiT^TR 1947 (l947 Itt 14) 

lit tfRT 10 lit ^i-Enri ( i) It ^ (^) ?Rr iftRi irflffift itt 
fliitff 1R^ ffh, It'itir jRRtiR t3iff it'r ^ ttfafiRii lit 

RRt 71t It otH Jlft^ ItrSti JRItR wtutFlIt IffelRnT jilIT 2, 
^ mpTfiTokff It ffflflRT IRlft ^ I 

urr 'TtroURo 53rRiR qRitft, Iutr iftlRT 
fffmpT 4, »ftir 'ft^, ?Rif-400ooi It !r^t,FTa- ift 
cJt ijwtTft qiRffmr ft ^mt ft 20 ftrffi'Tt:, 1971 it 
Ir ^rffiRt irI It itiiRT^ fultPifT t ? ufl ff(ft ?rt 
SFtJTTTR ffW Itr ?ffR ^ ’ 

[ffot[^-31012/3/76^-4 (t[)] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 3rd May, 1976 

S.O. 2654.— Whereas the Cent! al Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in le- 
lation to the management of Messrs S. R, Pusalkar and 
Company Bombay and their workn;an in lespcct of the 
matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refers the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d), of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Indiisliial 
Disputes Act, 1947 114 of 1947), the Cential Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal No. 2, Bombay constituted 
under section 7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the Management of Messrs S. R. 
Pusalkar and Company, National Seamen’s Union 
Budding, 4, Goa Street, Fort, Bombay-400001, in 
orally terminating the services ot Shri Moodbidri 
Padmanabha Prabhu with effect from 20th Sentember, 
1971 is justified ? If not, to what relief is the woik- 
man entitled ? 

[No. L. 31012/3 /76/D. IVfA)] 

wren 

6^ fiRR)-, 6 ft, 1976 

floino 26 5 5. — In'ifliT tRfR fV TOT ?[ ff OTTT5 

fr PTfiff I; frl if fitRr RRft Irilivvir 

^ rt+^4 fffTfjfff sile jH|i It t[1t Xf)4fr[)|1> fiitf 

fflFTTf jt; 
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WTTR ^3>Rr frlTO Tt rqinF'f'fl'TT % 

<mr Jrt?4k ^rrocft 

tw, w, nVclfw Pr^ra wftrfHRR, 1947 (1947 Tr 14) 
STRF 1 0 OT-NRi ( 1 ) ^ «w (*:) am srm iFtPiOTt 
!|R>T >fR% RTTR pHR WpIpTRI 

FjRT 71^; ^ ’rfetr rwt dWPit 

?fwr 2 tY j^trtPrPpt % Piffwir WV | 1 


wr #?T^ pRTfT Hrtr, Ptwr FW, tpf 4€Y ^wt 

1601, flmrn itfSj, R;Rff-400038 % >FV, 'ft T*r»r 

tF^fo RPir y;?«P prFw 23 Ribui 4, 1973 

^ HRT7T tfh: Ra-fiFTar ^ tflT »fr^Y liTptT 

JlfWT, ^ ^41 iTiaVv 10 pRRrC, 1 969 1141*1% % 

RUT Tfk vwf % %fR?T TT% >1% ^irlRlf iRlRlPm 

% ? rFr %t Ri^rn: Pfir wtoIr rh ?jtrr % ? 

[Rwr i^^-31012( s)/76-sl-4 (tj)] 

order 

New Delhi, the 6th May, 1976 

S.O. 2655.— Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the employers 
in relation to the management of Messrs Vinsons, Bombay 
and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, Bombay No. 2 constituted 
under section 7A of the said Act. 


SCHEDULE 


Whether the action of the management of Messrs Vinsons, 
Imperial Chambers, Wilson Road, P. O. Box 
No. 1601, Ballard Estate, Bombay-400038 in 
terminating the services of Shri Ramesh L. Nariani, 
Custom Clerk, with effect from 23rd September, 
1975 and in denying him the salary and allowances 
as provided in the Settlement dated 10th September, 
1969 between the management and the Transport 
and Dock Workers’ Union, Bombay is justified ? If 
not, to what lelief is the workman entitled 7 

j)No. L-31012(5)/76-D. rV(A)] 


f%MY, 10 Rf, 1976 

26S6. R'WI't ^ TR ^ fV OTRI 

*r RTt % ^4 Rvir^Y 

SmE?^ fWp'R, RYtTRIfwli irriK-R>Tf SRStfil % fWlRTf 

R7RR7n?f jfpT trip eftjfrPiRT fRURR |; 

rflt TRTFR RW f%TR Tt nnRfh'>"iIR 
RRRT RteRtR TPFrapI J; 


Rr, XR, pRR wWlRR, 1947 (l947 TT 14) 

^ HR! 10^1 RiTRTTt ( l) «"¥ ( R ) fftTT RPwn'f TT 
SrrpT 4rr% JII, RR7R R4tT TT oR XTfufRRR 

iffRT 7>p ^ wifVR nfei rwt xrt i lPi* xrfwRT rw 2, 

4% RRProhnr % f^ir t 1 


ipj^ 

RRr RTpif tpR Trcqrft (sTTci) ftrfngr, Rtirr % 

xfrr nJTht if fiTRtfiTR qUrxff >1% RTf) xfK TOR >fffTOf 

% fTRI ^TRftR TOffV Rtif ^ fRRRftfff RT TOtfifR ^dHRUl V 

trir tnraftRfT »w % 51 xrr %r rrrtr rIr npiftpiR f 

Rpr 5^1 %Y RWftPT TtfTR ppR tnjtftR ^7 ^TOR ^ ? 

[%0 tITT-3601 1/1 0 / 75 -^ 4(tl)] 
RRERM, XPpRTRXTfijRTrfV (ftr^) 


ORDER 

New Delhi, Ihe 10th May, 1976 

S.O. 2656. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers In 
relation to the management of Messrs Chowgule and Company 
Private Limited. Mormugao Harbour-Goa and their workmen 
in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause 1(d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, No. 2, Bombay, constituted 
under section 7 A of the said Act. 


SCHEDULE 

AVhether the demand of the workmen employed at the 
Mechanical Ore Handling Plant of Messrs Chow- 
gule and Company (Private) Limited, Goa for pay- 
ment of difference of overtime allowance arising out 
of the scales of pay revised on the recommendations 
of the Central Wage Board for Port & Dock Workers, 
is justified. If so, to what relief are the workmen 
concerned entitled 7 


[No. L-36011(10)/75 tD. IV (A)] 
NAND LAL, Section Officer (Spl.) 


xn5ir 


nf ftRf), 21 Rf, 19 76 


RRoITTo 263 7, — tRRTR xO TTR ^ Pp ^RTW^ 

% ftrfRfW fRRRf ^7 % RTWTI RRRf if jrfURW 

% r-lRl-R*)' xfVT RRi7 RnlTfff i7 iYR 1157 «WpT57 fRRfR 

fixRRTR ^ ; 


xftr TR57R 13RR fRUTR 57> mi gMuH %7 ftpr f%afftpT 

TORT RtRPfTR TTRUrf) 
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»T^:, WT, wWtFpF fTTW (tfwFm, 1947 (l947 ^ 14) 
OTTl 747 *fK (IRir 1 0 4ft ^-tTHT ( 1 ) ^ ATT? (it) ITTf IRTr 
4rf4irirf 47T aTftJT 47171 311 , WV^r 1747 ^ft^itf^ vf«r47r<r 

irfei 4ri7it ^ fira^ 413111111 sTUrrr^ Ml IM^iift I’ll: 
flrT47r ^ipmnr ^tMTu-ir M ^Nr, Mli -4471 14414 47 I 444 ^^4(1 (447 
4ifi»474?'r 411 imuFMin ^ I^Upt 477711 1) 1 




4711 vn^TT SR^H 41#, 41141 HRillln % 44444 4?!, lH 

TflTTR 14TC1, Ml 4471 fin? wIt Ml ^nr, iiMw4 winfuTif Ml 

^mr 471 :io-9-i975 if mil'll 474 % 4fl fTfn# #4 Mli: sinMl- 
^ ? lift 4 ^, Ml 4411 47 M 47 R IMll WJ^al q M ?474R H ? 


[Mo <llT-42012/3/7frMl-n (41)] 
WT^ wf«47rfl (IMiff) 


New Delhi, the lUt May, 1976 

S.O. 2657.— Whercus the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the employers 
in relation to the management of the Bhakra Management 
Board and their workmen in respect of the matter specified in 
the Schedule hereto annexed; 


And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication. 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 7A and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10, 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby constitutes an industrial Tribunal 
of which Shri Pritpal Singh shall be the Presiding Officer, with 
headquarters at Ludhiana and refers the said dispute for 
adjudication to the said Tribunal, 


THE SCHEDULE 


Wherether the action of the management of the Bhakra 
Management Board, Nagal Township, in termi- 
nating the services of Shri Roshan Lai, Shri Bachan 
Singh and Shri Dev Raj, Survey l^alasi, with 
effect from, 30-9-1975, is legal and Justified V If not, 
to what relief are the said workmen entitled 7 


[No. L. 42012/3 /76/DU(B)] 
HARBANS BAHADUR, Section Officer (Spl.) 


71# 2 5 734, 19 7 6 


gtloWTo 265 S, — Tjfr MVl MltOffHf ^ 44 4744i4 

(MM iMim, 1973 #7 finriT s M { 3 ) M inw 'tfeii ^ 

q34T MVe ¥14 44 47^114 fhfir *rfirf444, 1972 ( 1972 

471 62 ) Mf hut 8 Mf dMNKI ( l) IRl JlUTr 44 JElN 

477 M Jtf irtr 4174 444711: #7 *44 »mF14 4?) WflU^Tfl 4° tf- 
11011 / 2 / 75 /tPT 4T#t¥ 11-11-1975 MH Me 1 ( 4 - 23012 / 1/75 

<(4 4rff¥ 2 7-1-1976 471 flffMr WifflTn- 47 tM ff, M^fhl 4147R, 

MrM Mt I# truMf M iifw 2 M wrPfinff 47t, 444 

4 rtMt M 444 4 M 4ff iifMMtfr 4f4Pe M ftrfhfw TH»Mf M T4 


4riMf 


474 urufirft 471 414 411: 

Mo 44^4414 

ijaiinTir 

^ Tm'i TFT 

1 X 

3 

4 

1- Ml #70 MVo jfshTi 

47741 (tMifn: 

) 4717: 4^, anTj 

"1141; Mk MlMr- 


4ri?Ml7 441 feMl 

<rrT 


44 7:PJ4 1 

44149471: 4T!J471 1 

2 Ml 1(40 1(510 W4f 

4lM4riT 

TTHfin'i, ipru4', 

^41 4141: MkMlMr- 


iirlTiTiTrT, Mlt 

4f4T ¥T4 47e9V«i Mlc 


fs4f4M 4^71 1 

■8441. 41^44 1 


[Mo 

t(M-23013/3/75 t(4 Ml] 

Mlo 4Ko f44, 441: 4fM4 

New Delhi, the 25th June. 1976 

S. O. 2658.— In 

exercise of 

the powers conferred 


by sub-section (1) of the section 8 of theLimestone and Dolomite 
Minos Labour Welfare Fund Act, 1972 (62 of 1972), read with 
sub-rule (5) of rule 2 of the Limestone and Dolomtie Mines 
Labour Welfare Fund Rules, 1973 and in partial modification of 
the Notifications of Government of India in the Ministry of 
Labour No. A-11011/2/75-MV, dated the 11th November, 
1975 and No. S-23012/1/75-MV, dated the 27th January, 1976, 
the Central Government appoints each of the Officers mentioned 
in column 2, of the Table below to be Limestone and Dolomite 
Mines Welfare and Cess ComJiiissionor for the purpose of this 
Act in the States specified in the corresponding entry in column 
4 of the said Table. 


TABLE 


SI. Name and Designation 
No. of the Officer 

Headquarter 

Name of States in 
their jurisdiction 

1 2 

3 

4 

1. Shri K. D Hajela, Lime- 
stone and Dolomite 
Mines Welfare and Cess 
Commissioner. 

Karma 

(Bihar) 

Bihar, Uttar Pra- 
desh, Jammu and 
Kashmir and Union 
Territory of Delhi. 

2. Shri N. L. Sharma, Lime- 
stone and Dolomite 
Mines Welfare and Cess 
Commissioner. 

Bhilwara. 

Rajasthan, Gujarat, 
Haryana and Hi- 
machal Pradesh. 


[No, S-23013/3/75-MV.] 


C. 

R. NIM, Under Secy. 


New Delhi, the 26th June, 1976 


8 . 0 . 2659 . — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following the award of the Central 
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Government Industrial Tribunal, (No. 2), Dhunbad in the 
industrial dispute betv^ecn the employers in relation to the 
miinascment of Messrs M. N. Ghosh and Sons, Contractors 
of Gna Ore Mines of Messrs Indian Iron and Steel Company 
Limited, Gna and their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 24th June, 1976. 

BEI ORE THE CENTRA! GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD. 

REFERENCE NO. 17 of 1974 

In the matter of an industrial dispute u/s lOflJ(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

(Ministry’s order No. L-2601 1 /3 /74-LR. IV dt. 10-6-74). 

PARTIES ; Employers in relation to the management of 
Messrs M. N. Ghosh and Sons, Contractors of 
Goa Ore Mine of Messrs Indian Iron apd Steel 
Company Limited Post Oftlce Gna, District 
Singhbhum. 

AND 

Their workmen, 

appearances : 

On behalf of the workmen. — Shri Lalit Biirman. 

On behalf of the employers. — Shri T. P. Choiidhury, 
Advocate, 

STATE : Bihar INDUSTRY : Ore Mint 

Dhanbad, 21st June, 1976. 

AWARD 

The i.ssiie framed in the order of reference in this case is 
as follows : 

SCHEDULE 

“Keeping in view the term No. 3 of the Tripartite Settle- 
ment dated the 26th April, 1973, whether Messrs 
M. N, Gosh and Sons, C'ontraclors of Gua Ore 
Mine of Messrs Indian Iron and Steel Company 
Limited. Post office Gua, District Singhbhum was 
Justified in denying wages (a) Rs. 1.25 per tonne. 
Dearness Allowance (S) Rs. 1,92 per tonne. Variable 
Dearness Allowance Rs. 15 P. M. a.s Food 'Grains 
Allowance in pursuance of terms No. 5(11), 6, 7 
and 12 re.spectivelv of the aforesaid settlement to 
Tiiick loaders employed under them ? If not, to 
what relief are the concerned workem entitled V ' 

At the instance of the employers M/s, M. N. Ghosh & Sons 
Contractors of Gna Ore Mine, the picliminary objections were 
heai d. The first objection raised before me is that the workmen 
themselves or the union on record never raised any industrial 
dispute with the employers M/s. M. N, Ghosh & Sons and 
as such the Reference is incompetent. It is submitted that 
they came to know about the demand of the workmen for 
the first time on getting a letter from the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner (Central) Chalbasa which is marked Ext, 
Ml with which the demand of the workmen was enclosed. 
The settled law on the point is that the specific dispute must' 


be raised with the employeis first to make it an industrial 
dispute. Raising of dispute through the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner (C) who is the conciliation officer does not 
amount to raising industrial dispute with the employers. The 
workmen in their written statement assert that they laised 
the industrial dispute with the employers first. Ext. W, 2 is 
said to be the tetter to the employers in this respect. MW 1 
Sisir Kumar Ghosh, Partner of M/s. M. N, Ghosh & Sons 
deny having received the original of Ext. W.2, The issue and 
service of Ext. W. 2 on the employers have not been proved. 
Shri S. K. Rao the treasniei of the union says in his evidence 
as WW. 1 that Ext. 2 is the oftlce copy of the union’s letter 
dated 7-11-73 under the signature of Shri P, Maztimder, 
General Secretary of the union and the letter was sent under 
ordinary post. As the letter was not sent under registered 
post or under certificate of posting the issue of the same could 
have been proved otherwise. WW. 1 savs that in the union 
ofiico there is a receipt and despatch register. It could have 
bicn proved from the despatch register that Ext. W2 was 
actually issued from the office of the union but that was not 
done. It is further in his evidence that they maintain an 
account of postage for letters despatched. That has also 
not been provlnced. So no documentary evidence has been 
proved in respect of issue of this letter. Then again simply 
issue of letter is not enough. It must be served upon the 
employers. Regarding service, there is no evidence. WW. I 
does not say that apart from the letter Ext. W. 2. the dispute 
was raised otherwise. Thcfc is therefore no satisfactory evi- 
dence that industrial dispute was raised with the employers by 
any means. So on the basis of materials before me 1 can 
only sav that the raising of industrial dispute with the manage- 
ment has not been satisfactorily proved. This makes the 
reference not maintainable. 

The learned Advocate for the management then submits 
demand made is not in consonance with the issues framed in 
this Reference. 1 have not been shown what was the de- 
mand of the workmen and so it cannot at once be .said that 
the demand of the workmen and the issue fiamed are 
different. 

The learned Advocate for the management then submits 
that the tripartite settlement dated 26-4-73 was one between 
an INTUC Union and Indian Iron i. Steel Co, The AITUC 
Union who has taken up the cause of the concerned work- 
men is required to prove that the concerned workmen belong 
to AITUC Union. As a matter of fact there was no evidence 
on either side in this respect nor argument in respect of law 
on the point was placed before me. If the case went to the 
stage of hearing on merit, I could have given a chance to 
the parties to place evidence and argument on the point of 
fact and law in this respect. Be that as it may, my finding 
is that no industrial dispute was raised according to law, 
which makes the reference incompetent. 

In the result, I find that the reference is incompetent and 

■t maintainable. 

K. K, vSARKAR, Presiding Oflficer 
[No. L-2601 1f3)/74-LR, IV-D. 1V(B)1 


New Delhi, the 2nd July, 1976 

S.O. 2660. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Messrs 3, A. Trivedi Brothers, Balaghat and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 29tl) 
June, 1976. 

BF.FORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (M.P.) 

CASE No, CGIT/LC(R) (35) OF 1974. 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Messrs. L A. 
Trivedi Brothers, Balaghat and their workmen re- 
pre.senfcd through the General Secretary, Samyukta 



Sec. 3(ii)] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : .THLY 17, J976/ASADHA 26, 1 89K 


2545 


Khiuliin Miizdoor Smigh, M;>zdooi Rhiiv;in, BuUigliat 
(M.P.) 

APPEARANCES : 


Eor Woi kmcn.- -Shri K. Niilne'ihw;ir, ScL’ictaiv- 
I or ruaiiaKrmcnt.- Shn S. D Miikheiii, Advo^.iti.', 


WITNESS : — 


1. Sd/- Illegible:. 

2. .Sd/- Illegible 

Place : Balaghal ; 
Dated ; 14-2-iy7.1. 


SICNATURB 01 I HE PAR I’lES, 

Sd/- R. A. Tiivcdi 
PARTY NO. I (Maiiagemcntl 

Sd/- R Nulncibwar 
14-2-1975 

PARTY No. 2 for (Workmart 


1NDU.STRY : Manganese Mine 

AWARD 


Dl, STRICT : BalaKhal 
(■VI.P.) 


PAR I OE AWARD 


tiovernment of linlia in the l.aboin Department vide its 
Order No. 1.-27012(2) /74-l,RlV dated I7ih December. 1974 
has projected the following question for the tidiiidicution of 
this Tribunal ; — 


(S. N, lOHRI, Presiding Ollicci. 

[No. L-270I2/2/74-I.R lV/19 11(B)J 
BHUPENDRA NATH, .Section Officer (Spl.) 


“Whether the tiction of the management of Messrs. J.A. 
Trivedi Brothers, Balagbtil in dismissing Sriniati 
Muntiira Bai, Permanent Piece-rated worker in 
their Ramrtima Manganese. Mine with effect from the 
21st January, 1972 is justified ? If not. to what 
relief is the workman entitled ?" 


2, The parties to the dispute have arrived at a selllemcnt 
under which the management has paid Rs. 1000/- to Sml, 
Mantura Bai, workman, in full and final satisfaction of her 
claim and she has agreed not to press the dispute. The 
tenns of the settlement have been verified today by the 
.Secretary of the Union and the Counsel for the management 
The reference is therefore answered .accordingly. Copy of 
the settlement shall form part of this award. 


23-6-1976, 


S. N. JOHRl. Presiding Officer 


New Delhi, the 28th lime, 1976 

SO 2661. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. 1947 (I4 of 1947), the Central Ciovenimenl 
hereby publishes the follovving aW'.ird of the Central Oovern- 
menl ‘Industrial Tribunal Calcnlta-I. in the induslrnff dtspiile 
between the employers in relation lo Ihe management of Jote 
Janki Rhas Colliery, P. O. Kajofiisram, Distt. Btirdwau and 
their w'orkmen, which was received by the Ccnlial Oovern- 
ment on the 21st June 1976. 

( FNTRAl GOVERNMENT INDU-STRIAL TRIBUNAI. 

AT CALCUITA. 

Reference No. 42 of 1975 


PARTIES : 


BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFMCER, CENTRA!, GOVT. 
INDUSTRIAI, tribunal, JABVLPUR. 

Reference No. CGIT/T-C(R)(35)/74 U/s 10 Induslrhil 

Disputes ,\cl. 1947. 


Employers in relation to the munngemetil of Joti Janki 
Khas Collieiy. 


AND 

Their Workmen. 


PARTIES : 

tl) The man igement of M/s, J. A, Trivedi Brothers. 
Biilaghnt represented by Shri I, Trivedi. 

(2) For Workmen Shrimati Manlurubai, represented by 
Shri K, Nutneshwar, Secretary, Samvukfa khadan 
Mazdoor Sangh, Balaghat. 


appearance : 

On behalf of Employers — Sri N. Das, Atlvocate wilh 
Sri B. N. Lola, Asstt. Chief Personnel Omcer. 
Sri M. Ghosh Chaiidbiiri, Group Personnel 

Officer & Sri S. C. Roar, Area IncUlstiial Relations 
Officer. 

On behalf of Workmen— Absent 


SHORT RECITAI. 

Govcinmcnt of linlia. Ministry of 1 abour. New Delhi vide 
their letter dated the 17th December. 1974 have referred 
before the Hori'ble Court the following issue for idjudiea- 
tion ; — 

“Whether the action of the management of Messrs. 
1. A. Trivedi Brothers, Balaghat in dismissing .Shri- 
mati Mantura Bai. Pcrm-inent Piece-riited worker 
In Iheir Ramrama Manganese Mine with effect from 
the 21 tt lanuary, 1972 is justified 7 If not. to what 
relief is the workman entitled T' 


TERMS OF SETTI EMENT 

The above dispute which has been referred to the Hon'ble 
Court has been amicable settled between the Management of 
M/s. J. A. Trivedi Hrothrs. Balaghat represented by Shri 
R. A. Trivedi and workman Srfmati Mantura Bai, reprc.senl- 
ed by Shri K. Nutneshwar, Secretary, Samyukta Khadan 
Mazdoor Sangh, Balaghat, ns under :■ — 

1. The management hereby agrees to pay to the workman 
Sml. Mantura Bai a sum of Rs. 1000/- (Rupees One 
(honsand only) in full and final payment of her claim and 
which is agreed by the workman Smt. Mantura Bai. 

2. The Management agrees to pay the said sum in a month’s 
time from the date of the settlement. 

3. The workman agrees to withdraw the above said dis- 
pute. 

47GT/76— 7 


.STATE ; West Bengal INDUSTRY ; Coal Mine 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-19012/23-73 IR II, dated 31-10-1974, 
the Ciovcrnmcnl ol Incliti, Ministry ol l.fiboiii, icfcircd tin m 
duslrial dispute existing between the employers in relation to 
Ihe management of lotc Janki Khas Colliery and their work- 
men. to this Tribunal, for adjudication. The reference reads 
as : — 

“Whether the management in lelation to Jote Janki Khas 
Colliery, Post Office Topsi, District Btirdwan are 
justified in refusing employment to Sarvashri Ram 
Brich Yaduv, Munshi, Hiiiichandra Yadav, Night 
Guard. Md. Hiissian, Driver, Ram Kumar Yada\, 
Jalil Ansari, B. Mazdoor. Asgar Ansari, B, Mazdoor 
Mazur Alam. B, Mazdoor. Sadiqiic Khan, 
P Miner and Cjiifur Mia. P. Miner with effect from 
the 28lh October, .1972 'I If nrM to what relief 
arc the workmen entitled 7” 


2. The Personnel Officer of the colliery concerned in this 
ISC has been examined to prove that the workmen .widcT 
■feiencc had no subsisting right to be employed in the 
fflicrv with efleel from 28tb October 1972. However, 
oikmcn Sss, Ram Brich Yadav, Harish Ch. Yadav. Md. 
usvain and Ram Kumar Yadav had been reinstated on 
her valid grounds. Those four workmen also filed a state- 
lent before this Tribunal that they are no longer concerned 
ith the reference as they have no defence to make. 

3 The test of five workmen, namely Svs. Jalil Ansari, 
scar Ansari, Mazur Alam. Sadique Khan and Gafur Mia 
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.uf rfbsein anti llici ditl not file any wnucn statement 
I he management (ieKf ils mitten statement deiiiiiiK 
that iJicsc five woilitncn eoncemed fi,ite ain el.nni to 
be icinsttited as Ihcii uorkinen. Tlie witness .sfated that 
lliei beine easnal l.ibtnneis had abondoned their job long 
befoie the n.tiion.ilis.ilion of the coal mines came into force, 
.'■j ) fhey e.mnot claim any title to the ofhee tfiey held nrcsions 
10 ihe nationalisation. 

4. In the lesnlt, .m iiw.iul is passed aeainst the w nkmen. 
S'i Jalll Ansari, Asg.ir Ansnii, Miiznr Al.im, Sadique Khiin 
and liafin Mia to the effect that the in.m.iqement of loLe 
lanki Khiis Collieiy was justified in lefnsini; woik to them 
with ellect fiom 2f<th Oefobei. iy'2 anil the lefeiencc in ic- 
lalion to th; uoikmen S\s. Ram Hiieh Vadas, Hnriohandr.i 
V.dai, Md. Hussain and Ram Kumar Yadav does not 
aiise for considci ation. 

[No. I -2hl)12/:M/71-l Kll) 

SdA 

f. K MDIDtl. Presiding tfffiecr 

Dated Calcutta, 
dtie Ifi’h lime, l')76 

New Delhi, the 2*f|h tune, l^Tti 

S.O. 2r»fc2. — In puisoanre ol section 17 of the lnd,sliial 
Disputes Act. 1*747 1 14 of l‘J47), the ( cniial Ciovernment 
heiebv publishes the followinj* awind of the Centinl (iosern- 
ment InJnstrial Inbimal i No. 2) Dhiinbad m the Industrial 
dispute between the tniployers in iclalion to the man loc- 
ment, of .Sarsashii H. 1 . Newiitia jind T D. Surda, Mine 
owners Post Oflicc Chaibasa District Singhbhnm and their 
wpikmcn, which was lecfiscd by die Ceniial (iovernment on 
Ih’ 22nd tune I47(i. 


BHbORl TIIF CFNTRM CiOVhRNMFNT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 


Reference No. 3.2 of 1974 

In the raatiev of tin indastiial dispute ii/s lO(l)ld) 
of the Industrial Disputes .Act, 19)7. 

(Minisiciy’s order No. L-290tl(5|)y74 LB, IV dated 
17-12-1974). 

PARTIF.S ; 

Fmployeis iij relation to the m inugeriKnls of Saryasri 
B. 1 . Newatin and I. D Saida Mine Owneis, Post 
office Chaibasa District Singhbhnm, 

AND 

Their woikmcn 

APPF \R kNCES ; 

On behalf of B. I.. Newntia : Shri M. M. Saha, Advocate. 

On behalf of 1. D. Sards : Shri K. K. Saida 
On behalf of the woikmen : None, 

ST.ATF ■ Hihai. INDUS! Rh' ■ | ime Sumc 


AWARD 

1 he Goveinrneiu of India, Ministry of 1-aboui. New Delhi 
sent the above lefcrcnce to this Tribunal for adjudicution of 
the industrial dispute involved with the following isstie* 
framed ‘ 

Sf HLDUl F 

1 Wliethci the demand for levision of wages by the 

woikmen of Sarda Lime Slone Mines of Sri J, D. 
Sarda is justified ? If so, what sbould be the 
wage siriictiiie for various categoiies and with effect 
fiom w'hat date ‘t 

11. Wheihei the demand for levision of wages by the 

workmen of Kamatbalu Lime Stone Mines of Shri 


B. 1 . Newutia is justified If so, what should be 
ihc wage siinctuie of vanoiis categories and wdlh 
effect tiom wbat date. 

111. Whclhei the following demands by the aforesaid 
stoikmen are iu.siified, namely : 

(a) Issue of employment letleis; 


(b) Grant of 4 paid festival holidays; 

(cj Giant of 16 days sick leave; 

It so, the relief they ate entitled to and the date from 
which it is to operate. 

On icceipl of the rcfciencc notices weie sent to the parties, 
The employers appeared and subsequently filed written state- 
ments. The case pioceedcd along itg course. On 4-4-1975 
the Piesidcnt of the union appeared and filed wiilien state- 
ment. A series of dates were allowed to the parties on 
their prayci. Ultimately ihe case was fixed for evidance and 
aigumcnt pf parties of 24-4-1976 and notices in respect 
of the same were issued to the parlies. On 24-4-1976 none 
was piescnl fiom the side of woikmen nor any cp was 
taken. It appears that since 4^-1975 nous was present for 
the woikmen noi any steps was taken by them. 1 have 
waited for the workmen lor full one year but in vain, 
Sulfieicnt chance was PtAcn to the workmen to contest the 
case Fiom the continued absence of ibe woikmen I am 
inclined to believe that the workmen aie no longer inlercslcd 
to pixtceciiles their case as because they have no more any 
industrial disputes subsisting. Both the cmployeis appeared 
on the date fned foi evidence and argument. Both the 
employeis submit that since the workmen are not interested 
to prosecute iheii case, they are not also interested to pro- 
secute their case. As they stand in (he position of defen- 
dents, they do not have any industrid dispute to press in 
the absence of the applicants. Taking a stock of the whole 
position, I am inclined to believe that the parties have no 
longer any indusliial dispute subsisting, In such circurn- 
slances I have no other alternative than to pass a ‘no dis- 
pute' award. 

In the lesull. I make a ‘no-dispute’ tiward in lespect of 
the industrial dispute involved in this refeicnce, 

K. K. SaRK kR, Presiding Dffiecr. 

[No. 1.-29011(51 ) , 74-1 R IVJ 


•S.O. 2663, — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Centr.il Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Ccntiifi Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal (No. 2) Dhanbad in the indu'tiial 
dispute betvveen the employers in relation to the maiiafienictU 
of Katipaia China Clay Mines of Messrs Maharaja Cossim 
bazar Chinn Clay Mines (Private) Limited, P.O, Karanjln, 
Disll. Singhbhnm anti Ihcii woikmen, which was leccived 
by the Ccnual Government on the 22nd lime 1976. 


B1 FORE IHE CENTRAL GOVERNMENF INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL INO. 2) AT DHANBAD 


Reference No 27 of 1975 

In the niaitcr of .m indusliial tlispule ii/s l()(l)(d) 
of tile Indusliial Disputes .Act, 1947 

Mimslenes order No I -2901 1 /7/75-D ( ) 3 iDl dated 
15 .3-1975) 

PARTIES : 

Employeis in iclation to the Katituira China Clay 
■Mines of Messrs Maharaja C'o-isinih.'zar China C lay 
Mines (Private) Limilcd. Post Cffijcc Kaumjia 
Distl. Singhbhnm, 
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AND 

Thcii woi kmcii 

\PIM-ARAN( FS . 

Oil beh.iU' ol the ernplo^cis ; Shri A, M. Guphi. 

On helidll of the viniKnien ; Shu Mukund R.4m Riiiti, 
OepLity President. Smithbhtitn Sadet Mitti Khan 
AvanK Sambandhit Udyog "Mazdooi Sangh, Singh- 
bhiiiTi. 

ST\JE : Bihar INDUSTRY : China Clay Mines 

AWARD 

In the .ibove refc/cnee the folloiiinjt issuet wcie framed 
by the fifiveinincnt of India, Miuiistry of Labour, New 
Delhi, in thcii oulei of reference: 

SC HI.DULE 

‘'Wliclhci the demand for incicasc in tvages by woik- 
nicn of Katipurn China Clay Mines ot Messis 
Maharaja Cossiinba/.ar China Clav Mines (Private) 

I imited. Pcsi office kaianjia. District Singhbhnm, is 
justified ? If so. what should be the w.ige structure 
and fiom what date 

Shii Mukund Ram Tanti. who claims to be the Deputy 
Piesidciit, Singhbhnm Sada Mitti Khan Avang Saiubandhil 
Udyog Ma/door Sangh tiled ii statement ot demiind bcfoie 
this Tribunal. T he gist of that is ; 

That the employeis ot M/s. Mahaiaja Cossimbazai China 
CTuv Mines (P) Ltd. have Irecn paying wagee, to dilTcjcnt 
catcgoiies of employees in their china clay mines which aic 
very meagre and staiving wage tales. Theru is no wage 
stntctnre or scale ol pay categoiy wise for diffcicnt work- 
men. Thete exists discrimination in wages for male and 
female workmen. So it is prayed that fait wagew for dilTcrcnl 
workmen category wise in different grades according to work- 
load iind skill be fixed and abolish discrimiantion in wages 
between male and female workers. 

Written slatcmcnt on behalf of the management was field 
which is shortly as follows • 

There is a tiade union under the name of Kaianiia Cliina 
Clay Mines (Orient I’otteries) Workers Union at Chaibasa 
who repiescnt the workmen of different mines including the 
instant china clay mine. In October. 1974 there v as a 
flesh agieemcnt with that TNTUC Union registered No. 971 
of which Shri R C. Palliwtil is the Cicneral Sccrctuv and 
the .said agreement was between the owners of the fi' e Chin.* 
Clay Mines including the pieseni one. The present mau.igc- 
uient accepted all the tnms in full of the said agieemcnt 
which wfi.s duly implemented. That settlement is still in 
operation. A strike notice ssas scived. The maltci went 
into eoneiliulion but the conciliation fai'ed It is fiuihcr thcii 
case that the leference is not maintainable inasmiieh .is no 
dispute with legtird to wage strnetnrc and intioduelion ot 
w.igc sirnclnre foam n piiiticnlar date was raised by the woik- 
men These demands were not also raised before the Conci- 
liation Officer. They also ch.dlange the authoiitv of the 
union on reeoid to repiescnt the workmen or raise an indiis- 
tiial diapnte. 

From the side of the employers a sctllcmcnt between the 
management .if some China Clay Mines am! their workmen 
represented by KaniiTia China Cl.iy Mines (Orient Potteries) 
Workois Union dated 14-10-1974 has been filed (fxt. Ml). 
.'\s ag.iinst the .ibove scttlemenl, Shri Mukund R.im tanti. 
Depnfv PiesiJent of the union spon>oiing the present dispute 
submits tli.it tlifil union is a piickct union of the .-inployeis 
.ind thev aKs.ivs look to the interest of management Of 
course this ivm.iins an allegation only w’ithont any nioof 
b-'lore me. So I cannot hold in the absence of rioof thal 
Karanjia China Cltiv Mines (Orient Poltenie^) Workers Union 
ss.u ,1 non-antittv or had no following. Mr. Taii'i submits 
that the said union is dissolved and Shri Pallivs.il h w gone 
ov'cr to Cin'i Shri Tanti does not prove any papers before 
me to show that the said union has been dissolved. Shri 
Cr. P Chattcriee deixisin.g for the employers sat s on oath 
that Kaianii.i China Cltiv Mines (Orient lOlitries) Woiktis 
(Inion still luiietions in then mines and SIni Vlisli 'I l.ih'i 
vtjs the Piesident .rnd Shri R C P.ilivval was the C.cner.il 
ScertT.irv. He prove the '.etikmciit Fm, Ntl. He pu. es 
another seitlement dated 28-12-1975 (F\t. M2). He sats 
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that they have implemented the settJemcnl and workeis .iie 
taking wages .is per the settlement. He further says that ihc 
Labour Commissionei has given nolice to some other mines 
foi taking piopei .ictlon against them as they have not 
implemented the last mentioned settlement. It is .ilso in his 
evidence that the union nevci i.iised .any dispne lor li,\iition 
ol wage siinetuie oi from whkh dale it should take ellect. 
It is Mibmitlcd by he learned tepresentative of ihe maniige- 
men tlnil hv the Settlement of 14-10-1974 the minimum wane 
e.imc to Rs. 2 75 .md by the settlement dated 28-12-1975 
the wages came to Rs. 7 00 pei day Shri Mukund Ram 
Tanti submits that minimum wap: of Rs. .1.00 vvay then 
viemand when they r.nscd the dispute but lie submits that 
lemale workeis ate paid less and this dilference should be 
abol'ished. I can only evpiC'F my view that there should 
be equal wages lor equal vvoik but that is not a question 
which I am lequired to answci not being theie in the schedule 
to the order of lefeience Shii T.mti submits th.it the ino- 
posal of Government ol Indi.n, Ministry of Laboni was pub- 
lished in 1973 where Rs. 3.50 per day for unskilled \vorkeis 
was pioposcd. It is still a proptrsal and it is admitted tlial 
minimum wages ioi CTiina Clay mine winkers have ntU yet 
been fixed. Now let me go to the schedule ol iysne in the 
order of rcfeicnce. The Tribunal derives hi, jniisdietion liom 
the order ot reference and cannot go beyond this hhii 1 anti 
vloes not pl.icc before me any p.ipcr to show what w.is the 
demami of the workmen foi vvage incteasc In the oidei 
ol rcfcience there is .in issue— whiit should be the vvage 
d'uctiire and fiom vvhal date, 1 may say here that Tribunal 
is guided by Industrial Dispute, Act, 1947 and the inlcs 
framed iheieiiniler, According to Liw the T libiin,!] e.m ad- 
j.idicate only that dispute which vv.is fiist raised by the 
workmen with Ihc man.igement. If any paitieular dispute 
was not laiscd, the Tiihiinal has no jni'isUiclion to tiLljndicaie 
th,*l dispute. Shri Tanti dues not prove fiom my p.ii er 
or b\' any other mean, Ih it before the mallet went foi cun- 
cilialion he demanded with the management that a wage stnie- 
tii'e should be fi.mied and it should be given ellect from .i 
p.iiticniar date. In the absence ol this, this Tiibunal cannot 
adjudicate as to what should be the wage strucTnie ,ind Irom 
w'hat date. From the faiintc of consili ttion leporl it ap- 
peals that the Deputy Prcsideiu Mr. T.nili i arsed an indiis- 
lii.il dispute before the Assi„int Labour Commissioner (C ) 
Cliaibuse foi wage incteasc to the workers. So it is cletii 
that Shit T.nilii as Deputy President of the union raised no 
industrial dispute with the management foi a vvage struciuie 
or the date from which it should come to efl'ecT. So this 
Fi'ibanal Iuin no itii i'diclion to fix any wage sriuctnie and 

fix a dale from which it should come into ellect. I may 
say in this connection that there is a demand foi wage in- 
crease. The union on record should prove by dependable 
papem as to what wages the workers of othci mines m the 
region iie getting. Only word of month is not sufficient. 

The union has not produced any dtxmmcnt to show what 

wages the woikeis of othei mines in the regiivn me /citing. 

The Court must be helped v\ ith vlat.i which has inat been 
done in this cicse. By satisfactory dvicuments the union should 
show thal olhei mines aie giving more to justify deln.snd toi 
wage increase It h.is not been done So justification lot 
wage inciensc has not been est.iblisbed There is a subsisting 
settlement in icspeci of w.jgcs and in that view of the ni,itler 
Iheie cannot be any liesli ease foi iiieicasc of wages. In 

short the union on lecord could not propel ly prove Ihcir 

case. 

In the result the demand for increase in vv,iges by the 

workmen of Katipava China Clay Mines of Mesfvis Maharaj.i 
Cossimbar.ir ( hin.i Clay Mines (Private) Limited. P O Kaianiia 
District Singhbhnm is found not insllfied The Tri- 

bunal has no jurisdiction to fix a w'age sliiictiiie and the 
dale for its coming into clfecl. as no such iiidiistrial dispute 
wais laised with the management. 

This IS my awaid. 

ISlh June, 1976 

K. K. SARK^R, Presiviine Officci. 

INo. I -29011/7/75-D lIItlHJ 

New Delhi, the 3()lh June, 1976 

S.O. 2664 — In piiisuance of section 17 of the Induslriid 
Disputes Act 1947 (14 ivf 1947). the tcniial Go' ei iiment 
hi'i'cbv publishes the lullowiiig aw.ird ol the C'enlr.d Govern- 
ment Indnstritil Tribiin.il labalpnr. in the iinluslri.al di'piile 
between the eniplnyers in lelalion to the manaecment ol 
Rajpuia S.ind .Slone Mine of Sard.ir Gntiimukh Sineli, Min. 
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Owner Chhiiwani, fCota, Ditstnct Biindi (Raja-sthnn)^ and 
their workmen, which was received by the Cential Ciovein- 
ment on the 23rd June, 1976, 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAI CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (MP.) 

Reference No. CGIT/LC(R)(36)/1975 


lietween the employers in relation to the management of 
Rajpura Sand Stone Mines of Sardar Giirumukh Singh, Mine 
Owner, Chhawiini, Kota (Rajasthan) and thcii- workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 23nl 
June. 1976- 

BLFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABAl PUR (M.P.) 


PARTIES : 

Employers in iclation to the management of Rajpura 
Sand Stone Mine of Sardar Gurumukh Singh, Mine 
Owner, Chhawani, Kota District Bimdi (Rajasthan) 
and their workmen represented through the Piesi- 
dent. Pathar Khan Mazdooi Sangh, Kota (Rajas- 
than). 

APPE.ARANCES : 


Reference No. CGrT/LC(R)f3H)/l975 

PARTIES : 

Employers in lelation to the management of Rajpura 
Sand Stone Mines of Sardar Gurumukh Singh, Mine 
Owner, Chhavani, Kota (Rajasthan) and tjieir work- 
men represented thiough the President, Pathar Khan 
Mazdoor Sangh, Kola (Rajasthan). 


For employers — None.— 

For workmen — Shri Mahabir Prasad Sharma, Piesidcnt 
of the Union. 

INDUSTRY ; Sand Stone DISTRICT ; Hundi (Rajasthan) 
AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministiy of Labour vide its 
order No. L-2901 1/56/75-D.O. 3(B) dated 12th June, 1975 
referred the followmg question for adjudication by this Tri- 
bunals : — 

"Whether the workmen employed in Rajput a Sand Stone 
Mine of Sardar Guriiinnkh Singh, Mine Owner, Chha- 
wani, Kota, District Bimdi (Rajasthan) are entitled 
for grant of paid festival or national holidays ? If 
so, how many and on what occasion ?” 

2. Shri Mahabir Prasad Shaima, President of the Union, 
filed a setlJemeiit dated 17-3-1976 signed by himself fot 
the workmen and by Shri Gurumukh Singh on behalf of 
the employer. A notice was sent to the employer to verify 
the termu of the settlement. The employer has now verilied 
the same through an application dated 26-.5-1976 sent by 
post. 

3. The pailies have settled the dispute mutually on the 
following terms : — 

(1) It has been agreed ihiii the woikman employed in 
Rajpura Sand Stone Mines of Sardar (iurumtikh 
Singh, Mine Ovvncr, Chhawani, Kota shall be given 



the following paid lestival and national holidays 
with effect from 1-1-1975 

1 . 

26th Januai-y (Republic Day) 

... I day 

2, 

Holi (Dulandi) 

1 day 

3. 

1st May (Laboui Day) 

. . 1 day 

4. 

Raksbabandhan 

... 1 day 

5. 

Krishna Janmashtmi 

1 day 

6 . 

15th August (Independence Day) 

... 1 day 

7. 

Dushehra 

... 1 day 

S, 

Dccpuwali 

1 day 

9, 

2nd October (Gandhi Jayanti) 

... 1 day 

10. 

Id 

1 day 


(2) It is fuither agieed that the dues arising out of 
this settlement shall be p.iid by I he employe) to 
the workers by 151h April, 1976. 


APPEAR.ANCES : 

For employers— None.— 

For workmen— Shri Mahabir Prasad Sharma, P)esidcnt 
of the Union. 

INDUS'! RY . Sand Slone. .DISTRICT ■. Kota (Rajasthan) 
AWARD 

The Government of India, Minisliy of Labour vide its 
ordci- No. L-290) J/48/75-D.O. IIl(B) da^ed 13th June, 
1975 rcfciTcJ the following question foi- adjudication by this 
Tribunal ; — 

"Wbethcr the demand of the workmen employed in 
Rajpura Sand Stone Mines of Sardar Ouiumukh 
Singh, Chhawani, Kota (Rajasthan) for payment of 
profit sharing bonus @20 per cent of wages for 
the accounting years 1970-71, 1971 72, 1972-73 and 
1973-74 is justified ? If not, to what quantum of 
bonus are the said workmen entitled for each of 
the year." 

2. ShiT Mahabir Prasad Sharma. President of Ihe Union, 
field a settlement dcaled 17-3-1976 signed by himself for the 
workmen and by Shri Gurumukh Singh on behalf of the 
employer. A notice was sent to the cmployci' to verify the 
terms of Ihe settlement, The employer has now vciihed 
the same through an application dated 26-5-1976 sent by 
post. 

3. The parlies have settled the dispute mutually on the 
following terms ; — 

(i) It has been agiced that the workers of Rajpura Sand 
Stone Mine ol M/s. Khalsa Stone Co., Owneis 
Chhawani Kola will be paid profit sharing bonus 
@ 10 per cent for the accounting year 1973-74. 

(ii) It is further agreed that the amount arising out of 
Clause (i) above shall be paid to the woikers by 
the 15th of April, 1976. 

4. _ Since the dispute has been amicably settled between the 
p.uue,s, 1 record my award in terms of the aforesaid settle- 
ment. 

S, N. JOHRl, Piesiding Officer. 

[No. L-290n/48/75-D UI(B)] 

4th June, 1976. 


4. Since the dispute has been amicably settled between the 
paitics, I record my award in terms of the atoicuaid settle- Ddhi, the 6th July 1976 


4lh June, 1976. 

[No. L-290I1/56/75-D 111(B)] 

S. N, JOHRl, Presiding Officer. 


S.O. 2665. — In pmsuaiicc of section 17 of the Indusliial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), (he Cenlr.il Govemmeut 
hereby publishes (he following uwjul ol the Central Govciii- 
ment Industrial Tribunal Jabalpul in the iuJustiial dispute 


S.O. 2666. — In pursuance of section 17 ol the Indusliial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), Ihe Central Government 
licieby publishes the following award of the Cential Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal Calcutta, in the industria! dis- 
pute between the oraployei's in relation to the management 
of Cioenka Kajora Colliciy. No. 1 & 2 Pits, Unit of Shyam- 
sundcrpui C'olliery of Coal Mines Authority Limited, Post 
Oftlcc Ukhia District Budwau and their woikmen, which 
was leccivcl by the Central Government on the 24tb June, 
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CENTRAL government INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AT CALCUTTA. 

RHEERENCE no. 19 OE 1975 


PARTIES : 

[■ninloycrs in icliitioii to the management of Gocnka 
Kajora 1 and 2 Pits Unit of Shyamsnnderpui 
Colliery of Coal Mines Authority Limited. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

APPEARANCE ; 

On behalf of Fmnloycn. 

Shri N. Dass, Advocate, with 

Shri B. N. Lala, Asst. Chief Personnel Officer, 

Shii P. S. T.all Singh. Senior Personnel Officer, and 
Shii P. N. Singli Area Industrial Relation Officer, Area VI 

On behalf of Workmen, 

Sri Benarsi Singh A/ud, General Secretaiy, Khan 
Shramik Congress. 

STATE : West Bengal INDUSTRY : C oal Mine. 


AWARD 

By Order No. LO90I2/9/74-LR1T, dated 28th Feb- 
ruaiy, 1975, the Government of India, Ministiy of Labour 
referred an industrial dispute existing between the emplo- 
yers in relation to tile management of Goenka Kajom 1 and 
2 Pits Unit of Shvamsunderpur Colliery of Coal Mines 
Authority Limited and their workmen, to this f'ribnnal, for 
adjudication. The reference reads as : 

"Whelher the management, Coaf Mines Authority 
Limited, in relation to Goenka Kaima 1 and 2 
Pits Unit of Shyamsunderpiir Collieiy, P.O. Ukhra, 
Distiict Burdwan are justified in stopping from the 
work Sarvrishri Kashi Nayak. Bhorni Lanka and 
Hanu .lana. Shale Pickers with effect from 18lh 
February, 19747 If not to what relief aie the work- 
men entitled?’', 


2 . On 23-3-74 the Coal Mines Authority Limited, the 
employers in this case, filed a written stulenient alleging 
that Sri Kashi Nav'ak and Shri Bhomi Iginka intiuded in 
ihc colliery during the week ending 30-6-73 and 23-6-73 
respectively and that Sri Elami .Lana similarly intniled in 
the colliery on 10-2-1973 and worked some times in the 
mines of the colliety when Sri Nayak and Flaiiii lana were 
detected on 18-2-74 and Bhomi Lanka on 16-2-1974 as 
workmen who were not aulhorised to woik and as such they 
had been stopped from working in the mine wth effect 
from 18-2-1974. According lo the management, they had 
no subsisting right to work in the mine and that theiv 
entry into the mine was as a result of some fraud eommii- 
fed by some unschrupulous persons and as such their claim 
that they were workmen of the colliery could not be aecepl- 
cd. 

3. On 16-8-75 the Khan Shramik Congre.ss, the union 
which represent the workmen staled in their written state- 
incut that these thice workmen were honalide employees of 
Cioenka Kajora 1 & 2 Pits Unit where they worked even 
in the year 1972 and continued to work thereaftei for 
which they had been paid bonus under the Payment of 
Bonus Act for the year 1972 and similar bonus on their 
earned wages had also been paid from November. 1972 to 
November, 1973. They stated further that their wages were 
paid through Sri Debu Hari Jana, a Sirdar who was in 
sharge of wagon loadeis as well a.s Shale Pickers. The pay- 
ment of wages through the Sirdar was however discontinu- 
ed as a icsuU of the intervention of the union with the man- 
agement on 27-2-73 and payment of wages theieaftcr was 
continued by making payment directly to the workmen. Thcrc- 
(oie, they raised the contention that as wotkmen of Ihc 
Coal Mines Aniliorily I imiled thet are entitled to conlinne 
111 seitice .and tlieh sloiiping of work with effect fiom 
18-2-74 was imjiistilicd. 


4. In answer to the above written statement the Coal 
Mines Authority Uimitcd filed a rejoinder dated 31sl lan- 
uary 1976. The employeis denied that the three woikmcn 
worked in the colliery in the vear 1972 and fliat they re- 
ceived bonus in any manner. They alleged farther that even 
if (hey hurl leceived any bonus that will not entitled them 
lo cliiiim lo be the workmen of the coHiciy I hey tlid not 
accept any of the allegations contained in the wiiUen state- 
ment of the workmen. 


5. The three concerned workmen are said to have been 
employed in the cist-whilc Goenka Kajora 1 & 2 Pits Unit 
Collieiy. Dislricl Burdwan and that they worked nn the 
mines of their colliery in 1972. In support of that conten- 
tion the two workmen were examined as WW-I, Elaini lana 
and WW-2 Bhomi Lanka. WW-3 is Debu Ilaii lana who was 
admiittcdly the Sirdar in chai'ge of the workmen un«il the 
payment of wages through him was .stopped tinough the 
intervention of the union. Ext. M-4 dated 22-2-73 is the 
copy of a circular issued on hehalf of the Coal Mines Au- 
thority putting an end to the practice of payment of wages 
through sirdars and contiuiiancc of payment of wage.s 
directly to the workmen. WW-3 proved that the concerned 
three workmen were under him as Shale pickers in tho 
concerned mine in the year 1972 and they worked in the 
mine. The fact that these three workmen had been working 
at least in the year 1973 in the colliery under the Coal 
Mines Authority was more or levs admitted. MW-l, Siiyas- 
tava, now acting as Sub-Area Manager of a diil'ereiit colliery 
served this Goenka Kajora 1 & xPits Unit colliery from 

1970 to 1975 He staled in his examination chief as follows: 
“All these thicc persons worked on different dales as Gene- 
ral mazdoor casual workers, I slopped them from duty”. 

It is therefore relevant lo consider whethei the same woik- 
men were employees of the Goenka Kajora 1 Si 2 Pits fiitit 
colliery in the year 1972. In support of that contention the 
Union has caused the employers to pro<3uce the bonus 
sheets bv which bonus had been paid to Ihesc workmen. 
Ext. M-2 is the bonus sheet for Ihc period from Novem- 
ber, 1971 to October, 1972. The serial number one in that 
list was none other than WW-3 who himself was a loading 
sirdar. Lie had signed the bonus sheets for the purpose of 
identification of workmen. SI. No. 36 in Ext. M-2 is Hann 
Jana, one of the concerned workmen. He was seen to have 
been paid Rs 33.99p, as the annual bonus for the period Nov.. 

1971 to October, 1972. The payment is proved through 
WW-3. WW-1 Hami Tana also stated that he had received 
the bonus as above. However, it is disputed that Hanu 
Jana described as item 36 in Ext. M-2 was somebody else as 
the bonus was seen paid to wagon loaders. II is true that 
Himu Jana was described in Ext. M-2 ,is wagon loader in 
column 5 of the sheet. On this point flic evidence on the 
union side is conclusive to show that the pci son described 
as item 36 in Ext. M-2 as WW-1 I Emu lana himself On 
the management’s .side Ihcre was no conclusive evidence to 
show that it WHS anybody else. MW-l however staled in 
page 3 of his deposition as follows. “One Hanu lana whose 
name appears in the Bonus sheet must be iinolhcr Hami 
Inna who was vyorking as w'agon loader." That evidence 
WBs only a suggestion. He had no personal knowledge of the 
peisons foncerned. He admitted in the later ‘sta.re of his 
evidence that he had no pcisonal kiiowlcrlge of the cori- 
coincd workmen. He also staled that he never met them be- 
fore. It would be difficult to hold on the basis of his evi- 
dence that the peisou mentioned iu item 36 of Est. M-2 as 
a person other than the workman WW-1, TTauii Jana. It 
can also be said that no other Independent evidence had 
been oiled to establish that the person mentioned in item 
36 of Ext, M-2 was some other Harm Jana who w'orked us 
an wagon loadci The evidence of WWs L 2, and 3 puived 
beyond doubt that WW-1 Hanu Jana vvorked as an emp- 
loyees of Goenka Kajora 1 Sc 2 Pits Unit collieiy in the 
vear 1972 and that bonus was paid to him for that v'ear. 
Bonus vias actually paid by Ihc Coni Mines Authority Timit- 
ed on Ihc basis of verification they made. 


6. The ca.se of Ihc employers was that these workmen 
vvcic let into the colliery at the instance of one Rudia 
Nuiain Ojha The management however iHd not fake any 
such specitfic contention in Ihe vvritten statement, tiul in the 
course of evidence it was sought lo be brongh out that Sii 
Ojha was chaigeslieeted for the alleged intrusion of these 
workmen in the colliery unaiithoriscdlv an..1 that In's seuice 
vvas terminated. In support of that vcision they have produc- 
od r-\ts, M-7 and M-S, Ext M-8 dated 4-7-74 i.s a direction 
to Sri Ojha that the charges framer! against him had been 
proved and that this scrvtce.s were terminated. Rut immedia- 
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tcly thereafter he was reinstated in service by an onler, Cxt. 
M-7, He was said to have been reiastated-in scivicc on 
sympathetiv Biounds. There was nothing on record to show 
that the charge against him was that he inducted the work- 
men to the colliery without the knowledge of the manafie- 
ment and his service was terminated on that account. The 
Union had given notice to the management to produce 
the enquiry proceeding in respect of dismissal of Rudra 
Narain Ojha. But no reply had filed to that petition much 
less any evidence produced to show why the document 
called for was not produced. In the absence of the enquiry 
proceedings there is no jjround to hold that the workmen 
were inducted at the colliery unanthori.scdly at the instance 
of Sri Ojha and much Icis at the instance ol WW-3. WW-3 
had given evidence that the three workmen were legnlar 
employees of the Goenka Kajoia 1 & 2 Pits Unit colliery 
m 1972 and they continued to work in the colliery even 
ahci It was taken over by the Central Government with 
ctl’eet fiom 1-5-1973, 

7. There lis also evidence that Hhomi Lanka and Kashi 
Nayak. the twoworkmen had also been paid bonus for the 
ye.'ii 1972 as the workmen of Goenka Kajoja 1 & 3 Pits 
Unit, I hey were paid each Rs, 80/-. Ext. M-3 is the bonus 
payment sheet. Itcmrs 85 and 86 in Ext. M-3 me the two 
conceincd workmen. They affixed their thumb impressions 
against the Lcceipt of money on the basiis of Ext. M-3 bonus 
sheet. It was also counter-signed by WW-S for the purpose 
of identilication of the workmen. In addition to the pay- 
ment of bonus under Ext. M-2 and M-3 there was further 
evidence to show that the conceincd three workmen had 
continued their work in the colliciy after it was taken over 
by the Coal Mines Authority Limited. In this connection 
entries in Exts M-5, M-5(u) and M-5(b) may be seen. 
These entries arc made in the name of these workmen in 
ihc register which was kept for payment of bonus under 
Rule 1 1(3 A) of Bonus Scheme. The payment was to be 
made quarterly in isroportion to the wages the workmen 
earned. In the third quarter ol 1973 Hanu Jana wa,s paid 
Ks. 24,50 P for working 49 days from 14.7.73 to 30.9.73 
He had also worked two days, on 10.2.73 and the other on 
19.3.73 Similarly he worked for 70 days in the fouitb quar- 
ter of 1973. from 6-10-73 to 29.12.73 for which he had 
been paid Rs. 34/-, Similarly Sri Bhomi Lanka worked 
from 14.7 73 to 30 9.73 for 66 days getting bonus of Rs. 
30 in the third quarter of 1973, during the fourth quarter 
he worked for 64 days from 6-10-73 to 29-12-73 getting 
Rs. 35.50 P. as bonus. Sri Kashi Nayak worked for 59 days 
in the third quarter getting Rn. 29.50 P. bonus, He worked 
from 14-7-1973 to 30-9-1973, Durong the fourth quarter of 
1973 he got Rs. 35.55 P for working 64 days in that qiiai- 
ter. The entries are respectively in Exts. M-5(a) and M-5 
(b) of the Bonus Register. The payment was said to have 
been made to the workmen as defined in Section 2(3) of 
the Ptiymcnl of Bonus Act, 1965. Evidently, any person 
walking foi 30 days in a coiicemed year vvouid be entitled 
to get bonus under Section 8 of that Act. The workmen 
concerned had complied with these provisions to cam Ihc 
bonus under the Act as vrell as the Bonus under the Scheme. 

8. The contention of the employer wa.s that the pay- 
ments were made us cx-gratia payment without any vali- 
dity attached to it They had relied upon Ext M-6 dated 
24-9-73. for the pui"posc of showing that wherever no re- 
cords were available for proving attendance an ex-gratiu 
payment of bonus was ordered to be made and that in the 
ca.se of payment of Profit Sharing bonus average attendance 
for the months of February, Maich and April of the year 
shall be taken into consideration. .So, it was alleged that 
payment had been made to these workmen as there were 
no regular records for attendance, It is not correct to say 
that thric were no icgulur record for attendance. It is ad- 
mitted that as a m.itler of fact these workmen were employ- 
ed and they had been working in the colliciy under Ihc 
Coal Mines Aiihority Limited at least from lunc, 197.3, as 
will be seen from the bonus records It was also seen that 
they had worked in the year 1972 in the mine which belong- 
ed To Goenka Kajora I & 2 Pits Unit colliciy. 

9. A.s soon as the workmen 'verc stopped fiom work the 
union had sent a complaint to the Manager concerned on 
12-3-74, a copy of which is marked as Ext. W-l. ft was 
sent under ccrtrficate of posting Ext. W-2 was the postal 
leccrpt Thei^e was a conciliation in respect of that com- 
plaint C’ondliation was taken up by the Assistant Laboni 
( orunn sii.i[iei, P.eniganj, I'srt W-3 was the copy of his failure 
report The Assblanl Labour’ Commissioner ' himself was 
examrned as )VW-4 He had also prodirced the eiitiic file 


connected with the same proceeding. It is marked as L\t. 
C-l. WW-4 had occasion to meet both the parties and dis- 
cuss the dispute with regard to the stoppage of W'orfc. He 
had occasion to veril> the records in the case and he sent the 
failure report on the basis of the conclvtoion which he ai liv- 
ed 111. There is no justification to throw any blame on this 
officer. He had done his duty and allempted conci)intir.m of 
the industrial dispute. Ihongh his conclusion is not binding 
on this tribunal, it could be said that the management did 
not raise any of the objections which they have now' i aired 
before this tiiibanal foi consideration by WW-4. the Assis- 
tant I.aboui Commissioner, Added to inis there is the evi- 
dence of W\V-5, the Oiganising Secretary of Khun Shiamik 
Congress He had slated that at the time when the three 
workmen wcie Stopped fltxn work' they were not members of 
the Union. That appeals to be the reason why the names 
of these workmen were not included in Lxl. M-1 complaint 
which Sri Azad as the General Secrelaiy ol the Union sent 
to shale pickers. He hud enumerated as many us 118 names 
ground foi Sri Azad to include the names of these three 
workmen in Ext. M-1, as that complaint was made in respect 
of wagon loaders who were unemployed and not vvilh regard 
to shale pickers. He had enuraeiated as many as 118 nanivs 
in the list. They were all described as wagaon loaders. So, 
there was no occasion foi him to include the names of ihese 
shale pickers who are the workmen in the concerned reic- 
reiice in Ext. M-l. Ihe fact thal they were not mcmheis of 
the union were also another circumstance for non-inclusion 
of the names in Ext. M-L But the uniion had sent the names 
of these three workmen in Ihcii’ first complaint which they 
sent to the colliery as on 12-3-74 which is marked as I ,\t. 
W-L There was thetefore no lalehcs on Ihe part of the union 
ill not making timely mention of the mimes of these work- 
men in Ext. M-i list, 

10, The fact that these workmen were employees of 
Goenka Kajora 1 & 2 Pits collieiy in 1972 and that they con- 
tinued to work under the Coal Mines Aulhority in the mine 
has to be admitted; that they were inducted to the mine un- 
aulhorisedly hits not been established. The mere assertion that 
they wcic unauthorised persons would not be sufficient, fhcrc 
must be some material evidence by way of coi’ioboiaiion 
that they were inducted to the Coal Mines umuithoiisedly al 
the instance of Rudra Narain Ojha or al the instance of 
WW-3 Debu Harl Jana, WW-3 hud denied that he had any- 
thing to do with the iiuUiction of the workmen unauthoiised- 
ly in the coal mine. On the other hand, he stated that the 
workmen had txren working under him; thal he distributed 
their wages and that they continued to work under the Co.tl 
Mines .Aulhority in the same coal mine where they had been 
working before. II is also not proved as to bow the manage- 
ment came to know that these workmen were intruders in the 
mine. MW-1 stated that he thought they might have been 
admitted to the coal mine unaulhorisedly and therefore he 
stopped their work. Any way, in he course of his cross- 
examination he also stated that ho came to know from the 
lecords of the Piovidcnt f und maintained in his office that 
the names of these pci-sons weic not included as rcccipicnls 
of Provident fund. So, the evidence is that the management 
had the Provident Fund account with them. On this aspect 
of the question in the written statement of the union a specific 
aasoition was made that the three workmen were members 
of the Coal Mines Provident fund. Brit the management stat- 
ed thal that asscrion was iii'elevant for the purpose of deter- 
mining the issue involved in the icfcience. However, in para- 
graph 7 of their rejoinder they also denied what was stated 
in paiagraph 7 of the written statement of the union, Ex- 
cept their mere denial there is nothing to show that these 
wor kmen were not recipient of the Provident land money. It 
is lor the management to have psoduced tlie records iclat- 
in.g to the P,E. account in respect of the workmen of the col- 
liery. No attempt had been made to produce them. MVV-1 
has stated something about Pi’ovident litnd in hh, extimina- 
tion bat he did not say th.it the names of thene pci’sons did 
not find place in the P.F. account. In view of the nuluie of 
(he contention raised by the employer it is not possible to 
hold that the workmen concerned were not recipients of 
the Provident Lund benefit. Any way, that question does not 
arise directly in this reference. It is mentioned only for the 
purpose ol showing that MW-1 had absolutely no knowledge 
as to w bethcr these wonknicn wei'c inducted to the mine in 
1972 unanthorisedly or they continued to work in the coal 
mine in the same c.ipncily until they were turned out of em- 
ployment. MW-l did not meet these workmen ai miv time. 
He did not know these woi'krnen Ho\t could it Iv s.iid that 
these workmen did not woik or Thai I bey vi-ie not employ- 
ed by the Goenka kajora 1 & 2 Pits Unit collieiy in 1972 
or that they did not continac to work under the Coal Mines’ 
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Xiilhority? The evidence beiorc the Tribunal is that there three 
workmen verc bonafidc employees of Goenka Kajora 1 Ai 2 
Pits Unit colliery and that they continued in that capacity 
until they were stopped ftxjm work, with effect from 18th 
Febiiiary, 1974. There is no reason to reject that evidence 1 
have i,onc ihiough the evidence on behalf of the union and I 
am satisfied lhal their evidence is leliable, stiaight foiwaid 
■ irid coinincing Ehei'e is no reasonable ground to reject the 
evidence. The evidence on behalf of the Union has thereloie 
to be accepted. 1 hold that the three persons were the work- 
men of Coal Mines Authority Limited and us such stopping 
them tiom woik with effect fiom 18-2-1974 was ntd jnsti- 
lied. 

11, There was evidence that these workmen were iinemp- 
laycd after they were turned out from the coal mine. There 
wns no evidence contra. There is no reason to dis-uDow the 
back wages due to these workmen. However, they would he 
entitled to pet the b.tck wages frk>m the date of this Refe- 
rence i.c. 28th Lcbniai'V, 1975. 

12. In the result, the leference is answered in favour of 
the workmen. The workmen Saiwa Shri Kashi Nayuk, Vthomu 
Lanka and Hami Jana will be reinstated to the post which 
ihcy held on 17th Feb.. 1974 with continuity in service as 
the stopping of their work as found unjustified. They would 
be paid Iheii back w.nges with effect from 28ih Februnry, 
1975. 

E K. MOIDU, Presiding Officer 
LNo. 49012/9 /74-LRiri 

Dated, Calctitta, 

the 17th June. 1976 

S.O. 2667. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby Ihc publishes the following award of the Cenir.il 
Ciovernmcnl Industrial Ttibtlnul, Inhalpur, in Ihc industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the man.'>gemcnl 
of Pipakheii Stone Mines of Shri Ramjidas Ramrichpal, mine 
owner. Post Office Morak Station District Kola and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on the 2.5th June, 1976. 


For the Aceonnting Ye.nr 1974-75 the Ikimis shall be 
paid at the rate ol 8 pei cent 4 he s.uuc ''hall be 
paid by 30th June, 197b in picsence of the re- 
presentative of the Union according to the leriu-, ol 
Bonus Act, 1965 and the Rules fiamcd theieimdci, 
Within 15 days of the payment i.e. by 15th July, 
1976 both the parties will submit the report to the 
Labour Commissioner, Kola, 

S. N. JOHRI, Picsiding Officer 
[No. L-29011/10A/76-D-Tll(B>l 

S.O. 2668. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indiistritd 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Governmenf 
hereby publishes the following award of the Cenlr.tl CJov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal Jabalpur, in the Industrial dis- 
pute between the employers in relation to the Ambah. Sand 
Stone Mines of Shn Kailash Chand Yadav, Mine Ownei, 
Post Office Taiaj District Jhalawar and their workmen, which 
wns received by the Central Government on the 25th June, 
1976. 

[No. L-290n /12/76 'DllUlDj 

BEFORF THE CENTRAl. GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL CUM-l,ABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (M.P.) 

Case No, CGIT/LC(R)(6) of 1976 

PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the management of Anibala 
Sand Stone Mine of Shii Kailash k hand Yadav, 
Mine Owner, Post Office Tiiiaj, Dis'rict Jh.ilawai 
and their workmen thiongh the Picsideru, Pathar 
Khan Mazdoor Sangh, Kota (Rajasthan ) 

APPEARANCES : 

1 or employers — None. 

For woikmcn — None. 

INDUSTRY : Sand Stone Mine DISTRICT : Jhalawar 

(Rajasthan) 


BEFORF THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT TNDU.STRIAI. 
TRTBUNAT -CUM-LABOUR COURT. JABALPUR (M P.> 

Case No. CGIT/LC(R) (8) of 1976 

PARTTFS ; 

Employers in relation to the management of Pipakheii 
Stone Mine of Shri Ranijidas Ramrichpal, Mine 
Owner. Post Office Moiak Station, District Kota 
and their workmen through the Office Secretary, 
Rashfriya Mazdoor Sangh. Ramgunjmandi (Rajas- 
than) 

APPEARANCES ; 

1 or cmployeis^ — None. 

l or Woikmen^ — None, 

INDUSTRY : Stone Mine DISTRICT : Kota (Riija- 

sthim J. 

AWARD 

The Government of India in the Labour Department has 
referred the following question for adjudication b\ this 
Tribunal vide its Order No. I -2901 1 /IOA/n/IT|(3) dated 
I5(h May. 1976 ; — 

“Whether the demand of the woikmen of Pipakheri 
Stone Mines of Messrs Ramiidas Ramrichpiil, Mines 
Owner, Morak Station (District Kota) for grant of 
Bonus at the rate of 20 per cent of the Wages for 
the Accounting Year 1974-75 is justified’ If not. 
to what quantum of bonus are the said workmen en- 
titled to? ’ 

On 14^01 June, 1976 the Union President. Shri Swadhin 
Kumar Shurma and the TreasLirer-ciim-officc Secretary, Shii 
Ram Gopal Gupta, entered into a settlement with Ramjidas 
Ramrichpal. Owner of Ihe said Mine. They have prnyed that 
the award be given in terms of the settlement so arrived at 
Iwtween the parties. No objection against that settlement has 
been filed. The avvaid is, therefore, given as follows ; — 


AWARD 

This IS a reference made by the Government of India in 
the Labour Department vide its older No. L-2901t / 12/76 D 
IIHB) dated 14th May, 1976 projccing he following ques- 
tion for adjudication by this Tribunal ; — 

“Whether the demand of the workmen employed in 
Ambala Sand Stone Mine, Post Office Tarnj, Dis- 
trict Jhal.uvar, of Shri Kailash Chand Yadav, Mine 
Owner, for grant of ten paid naticmal and festival 
holidays Is justified? If so, on what occ.isions and 
from w'hich year?” 

2. Notices were issued to both the parties to file their 
respective written statements but union has not cared to file 
the same inspitc of proper service vvhile the employer has 
refused to accept the registered letter containing the notice 
hence it has returned unserved. Both the parties are absent 
and not represented. Under the circumsance it is difficult to 
launch an enquiry and nvljudicate ihe dispute referred by the 
Government of India to this tribunal. 

3. It was observed by the devision bench of Delhi High 
Court in Mata Fabricators (India) Vs. B. D. Guola 1976 
(32) P.L.R. 118 D.B. at page 123 that : 

“A party can be heard only if it appears. If it does not 
willfully appear, the presumption would be that it 
does not desire to be heard or that it has nothing 
to say”. 

The vci'y fact that relying on the obiter Dictum of Supreme 
Court the High Court of Delhi in the aforesaid case held 
that Tribunal should follow the general pattern of Civil pro- 
cedure Code and conceded the right to the Tribunal to 
restore a case dismissed for default of appearance or to 
set aside an ex-parie award if sufficient cause i' shown, 
leads to the inference (hat the Tribunal has the jurisdiction 
to decide the reference ex-parte or on the burden of proof 
if one side or both the sides, as the case may be, refuse to 
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liike inteicst in the ciiso iiiiJ I'liil to come forWiiid to iissisl 
it in the disch.irge of its’ qnaii judicial functions, Adiiidic.i- 
tion of the award done in (his manner would not lender it 
as non cst or nullity unless it is suitably set aside or super- 
ceded by a second leleience on the same point, 

4 In Silal Vs. C.O.I.T. Jnbalpui (lyfiQ 11 L f I 275) 
Disision Bench of Madhya Piadesh High Court did miike 
an obiter diela in passing at the end of page 27S ihnt u 
reference cannot be dismissed for default because thiit would 
amount to putting an end to the proceedings otherwise than 
by adjudication. The point before the Court in that case 
was about the validity of an award based on settlement 
which did not disclose the manner in which the dispute 
was settled It was while examining an Andhrn Pmdc.sh case 
that the High Couit made that lemark in passing against 
dismissal for default. Such an obiter hail no force of a bind- 
ing precedent. 

5, There arc various cases of Allahabad, Mysore, and 

Andhra Tfigh Courts in which the question of validity of cx- 
parte awards was considered in the light of the woid ‘deter- 
mination’ used in S. 2(b), and the word .adjudication’ used 
in 8 . 10 of fndustrinl Dispulcs Act, but those are cases 

where such consideration was necessitated for deciding the 
validity of second reference on the same dispute. However 
In none of those cases the High Courts had occ.ission to 
consider the character and status of such an award till 
another reference is made or till if is set aside. Those cases 
thus do not lay down an absolute bar apainsr the Tribunal 
proceeding cx-parte in case the party deliberately omits to 
appear and assist the Tribunal in the discharge of its quasi 
judicial functions. 

6 , Rule 22 of Industrial Dispute Rules (Central) permits 
a Tribimcd to nrocced with the adjudication of a reference 
assuming as if (he parly, which omitsi to appears in peisuatico 
of the notice, was actunllv piesent before it. Thus if both 
the parties deliberately fail to appear in obedience to the 
notice it would be presumed that they are present yet they 
do_ not want to take par in he oroceedings or assist the 
Tribunal by producing evidence in support of their respective 
stands or, as observed by the Delhi High Court fSiipra), 
that they do not desired to be heard or that they have 
nothing to say. This Rule thus authorises the Tribunal to 
decide on the evidence available on the record or on the 
burden of pi oof. 

7 It has been held in Ramendra Vs. 8 th Industrial Tri- 
hunal Calcutta 1975 1 ab.I.c. 94 (Cal) that ; 

“TTie principle of law eminriated on the huidcn of proof 
and onus of proof being a basic principle of law 
the Industrial Tribunals arc also required to follow 
it.” 

Thus in the present case where both the parties have re- 
fused to appear and assist the Tiibunal, it has no alternative 
but to adjudicate upon the dispute having recourse to the 
principle of burden of proof. 

8 . The question as nosed by the Government throws the 
burden of proving the justification on the Union concerned 
which has raised the dernand. The Union has failed to file 
any written statement jnstifyinc the demand inspite of service 
of the notice Nobody has appeared on behalf of the Union 
and it appears that the Union is not interrested in proving 
i s case. The reference is, therefore, answered in negative 
and the award is given accordingly. 

18-fi-1976, S. N. JOHRT, Presiding Officer 

[No r-29011/12/76-DlII(B)l 
F. SEQUEIRA, Desk Officer 

iVirV, .10 1976 

VO sftr 250 9 — JUTp- T^i- rtS SRfld SUT S Pf 

h’rnl rrift FaW, 21 -tr, ITRs ifIs vs-rfr, <Utdirtl-4 ttw 

ft ffFtn?' PhUpf xftT ipiKrfmf vf q^ftwt TET mtt 'H 
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5TT, WT, aTt; tifsrfffUJT Tt Hin 1 ip'i 7T«rm ( i) jnt 
snrr nifftiqT *fT jfipt fu q-rw Tttt ufuPTirti V 

-aq-ipT fduq q't tpt; ttaI 1 1 

Tft ?rriT^0T 197 2 % T Pft VT sPfVT fPrtft 

■srpiift I 

[q-,; nrr- 1 5 0 1 7 { 2 o) / M qfv uTv-j] 

New Delhi, the 10th June, 1976 

S.O. 2669. — Whereas it appc,irs to the Ccnlial Govern- 
ment that the employer and the majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known us Mes.sis Ciiiimo 
Cycle Stones, 21-A, R. G. Kar Road, Calcntla-4 have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) should he 
made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the poweis conferred by 
sub-scction (4) of section 1 of the said act the Central 
Government hereby applies Ihe provisions of the said 
Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into foice 
on the thirteenth day of April. 1972. 

[No. 8-35017(29) /73-l’F, 11)1 

ftiostfo 26 7 0. — Tffflqqvqtrt’ tt iis ntfiT iiht f fiF 
sfr qpTFirPfwq qfPrq ifiqMd'f, f'ft, trt 

iiinqq Jf qqgti Ppffsnt sfrt qnlTTfqqt ^ qrq qf q^qq 

5 I qi Tqqrfr qfVq Piftt xtV fqf'a qfsrfqqq, 

19.52 (i952 qq 1 ft) T qqijqj fqm vt trpf Pff, ^ 

qTfijq. 

XTT’, 5TW, TTfi 5TprPFrq 5?) ttm I vjqsiFT { i ) Sfrt 
sptn Jitfqiqt «Fr JPfPr 51 ? qqqrt: titr wfuPmq qt 

^qqrtr qq fqm qfr qnj; qtvfr ^ 1 

qs ifffHgqqT 1 itppq, 197 3 qqift qprtfr I 

[qo trtT-:t5ill9( 12)/76-^f rrTo-2] 

S.O. 2670 ’Whereas it appears to the Cential Govoin- 

ment that the employer and Ihe majority of the employees 
m relation to the establishment known as Messrs Sice 
Balakanda Vilas Weaving Factory, Coimbatore Rond, Karur, 
have agiecd that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident 
Fund and Family Pension Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) should 
be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the poweis conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Cioveinment hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said Act to the said eslabUshmenl. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the 1st day of August, 1975, 

[No. S-35019(12)/76-PE 11] 


wtTo 2671 . — %qftq attk qqhr fPir ^ fV tq# 

ftqqq AfqqT qq^, t|5fitrT I'rr' dwredf qqr qqqV- 1 5 
Fqiqq qf^re fqqFspp aV qqfqrfvqf sff qjtlqqr iq qm qr 
q^qq ft qf tfr 'qf^ Wq ^qq qf«r- 

fqqq, 1952 (l952 SFT 19) % qqqfff Td) fqjqq Tt rtPI fqqx 
Ttiq qrl^tr i 

xiff , qq, qqt qfqfqqq tff tirn i ift T-Ttrrrt ( 4 ) Tur 
qqn qfqtqf qq tprlq ^qfVq tt'FF qqi qftrfqqq % 

Tqqrtt TTF Fqm qtt iTPi qqqft t \ 

qq 3 1 qqrO', 1 9 7 6 qtl qqrt ^ qqjfV qiirtFl' 1 

[ffo Tfq-,35019( 1 4)/76-rffi> qq:-2(i)t 
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New l5e1hi, the 301h June, 1976 

S.O. 2671. — Whereas it appears to (he Central Govern- 
ment that the employer and the majority ol the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as Messrs Smiths 
India Works, Snbroto Mnkhcrji Road, Jalahalli West, Han- 
galore-IJ, have agreed that the provisions of the Hmplovees’ 
Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 
of 1952), .should be made applicable to the said establish- 
ment. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the poweis confeired by 
sub-seclion (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment, 

This notification shall he deemed to have come info 
force on the thirty first day of January, 1976. 

[No. S. 35019/14/76-PF-lUi)l 

2672, — iR=FnT ’EJT'arpf) Rfiiw Rtfkr tfh; 

Ptftr, irrtffwr 19.52 ( 1952 4:T 19 ) RTTT 6 % 
ypTn" M SiJtT M'tTt mlrtidr ^iT tnTFT 
STT4W4t % 'TT^'nT; J t 3R4ft, 19 7 6 R 

^ttfr TO, TOflr-KS HTW 

FTFTtJ T r ^ 977541 «tt trn'mf % firn 

< [?f. nTT-350i9/i4/76-rfto rripo_TT(ii)] 


S.O, 2672. — In e^rcise of the powers conferred by the 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Piovident Fundi 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 oC 1952). the 
Central Govei'iimcnW' after making necessary enquiry into 
the mutter, hereby sfiecifies with effect from the thirlv first 
day of Januni'y. 1976, the estuhli.shrnenl known as Messrs 
Smiths India Works, Snbroto Mukherji Road, Jalahalli West, 
Bangalore-lS for the purposes of the said proviso. 

[No. S. 350l9/14/76-PF-ll(ii)| 

6tTo ino 2G7 3.— »n:4rn: 4fr sptIct ?Rn t 
tffJT q2«rr sftf^ irtr wf), fm, qiqr 

1 , 47941 rTOTTff ^ 97411 [997941 sfN" TUT'SiL'i'I' Tit 4^WT 
79 474- 9t: 9594 qf > fr qqqrfr qfro fqftT tiIt 
qqq fqfq wrttfqqq, l952{l952 q7 ty) % 9949J 991 49794 
qt 97^ [49 Ttiq 9 1 Trt V I 

94 94, 944 «rfstr499 9(77 t 976977 ( -l) JPlr 

qqfr qtrTTtflr 44 ITTtq 417^^ 99447 941 stftjfqTrq ^ 99- 

TO - 34 ; 79799 qit 99]^ 4177fr ^1 

9? 9tsrg;4'47 wqf4, i a 7 5 % 949- firr 4ir 9471 7777?ff 

977791 I 

[ 77 c 7140 7.50 1 y/ 25 / 76 - 9)0 t[97o 11] 


S.O. 2673. — Whereas it appears to the Central Govern- 
ment that the cmplpyer and the majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as Messrs 'Geelha 
Textiles, Weaving and Dyeing Faclory, Pugakir Road, Karur- 
1, have agreed that the provisions of the Employees' Pro- 
vident Fuiuls and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 
1952), should be made applicable to the said establishment. 

Now, therefore, in exctcise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of ^section 1 of the .said Act, Ihc Central 
Government hereby apphe.s the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed lo have come into force 
on the first day of August. 1975. 

[No, ,S. 35019/25/76-PF. IIJ 


440 WTii 26 7 4. — Tl^iflq 797447: 41) 9^ 9^4 5)97 ^ fV 999 
919)4)941 9)47) (q^WT) 41)9199)49 9r9Tl[f) f9f949, 

9 o tiq" o trsf a TTp) ° 49 o ^ / 9 ) 15, 9r'f)9)9 0, 41777917: [991, 47941 
49799 9 9«rj f49tl444 9)7 41997)777) 44 4g9Wr ^9 4T9 97 

95779 f t 9f I f4i 411 ) 974 ) qfirw fqfff 5)1(7 qiaiq 9479 f9f'9 7r)ti- 

)4q9, 1952 (1952 44 19) ^ 99479 991 79799 41)971]; )414 
97^ 97f|7T I 

99:, 94, 491 9fsr)949 t) 9T7T 1 4l) 999771 ( 4) SETT 
949 q)9i4) 44 9£f)9 '417) Jt) %7ff[q 974177 991 9fHf949 % 
999717 991 79(94 T) TP]; 4179) | | 

95 3trErg;q4r 9447), iy76 ^ 999 fipr 41 ) 9^9 ttto) 
44977 ) I 

[ 7)0 t^o 3 . 5019 / 27 / 70 - 9)0 mpo 11] 

S.O. 2674. — -Whereas it appears lo the Ccntitd Govern- 
ment that the employer and the majority of the employees in 
relation to the establishment known as the Pappinisseri Weav- 
ers Industrial (Workshop) Co-operative Society Limited, No. 
HL-IND(C) 15, Pappinisseri, Cannanore District, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees Provident Funds and 
Family Pension Fund Act, 19.52 (19 of 1952), should be 
made applicable to I he said establishment. 

Now, therefore, in exercLse of the poweis conferred by 
.sub-section (4) of section 1 of Ibe said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act to 
the sft’'d establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to h.ive come into force 
on the first day of January, 1976. 

[No. S. 3.5019/27/76-l’F-lIJ 


4ITt> «To 2675. — TTjfq 97497 47)9^ 57^ ^>97 | 

#9^ 474479 IrfT^ 9479 444497)99 9)9TT€) )^!’, 4(91)91 777991 
79199 t 9745 )H9N4. 9)7 44)911791 4)r 45999T 9T9 97 

775779 ^ qf |)T 44)94)) 9)9179 tqfsr 9)75^ 94(9 )9fq wfET- 
f999, 79.52 (l952 44 Kl) % 4997(1 -ir^l 79199 4?) (mj )4PJ 
91^ 97)59 I 

479:, 99, 479 47)4)999 4?) 9771 1 T) 496477 (4) 3T7J 997T 
yffTEq) 44 99'r9 417% 59 7777797 479 qfijfqqq |l 499767 

479 79199 41)794] 4'77T) ^ 1 

95 4rfH^99T 1974 4% ^ 97 ^ % 999 fTpr 9 % gjjTq 94717)7 

9tqq) I 

[qo trqo 35ni9/3 0/7 5-'f)on9-II] 


S.O. 2675, — Whereas it appears to the Central Govern- 
ment that the employer and the maiority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as Messrs , Akola 
District Bakers Co-operative Society JJmiled, Akola, have 
agreed that (he provisions of the Employees’ Provident Jninds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said e.slablishracnt. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of Ihc said Act, the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby applies the provisions of Ihc said Act lo the 
said ctablishmcnt. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on (he first day of July, 1974. 

[No. S. 350l8/36/75-PF-in 

q4» 4tTi! 2076. — %7979 974777 Itt 9? 99)9 5)74 ^ t4t 

999 79 4) 94947479, 7T9 )7P7T9 417974^4, 4)41 « '1,7, 

97941 719799 % 777=475; )99T'4'4' 9L7 44797)79) 4% 49 479 

qv 9599 5) 9t t)4i 44)917) 9)^ ivfflT 9)7 41^ 9479 )9f9 


47 Gl/76~8. 
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WftrpTTR-, 1952 (l9S2 Tf 19) ^ ^ ^ 

^TFT '(Ti7[^; 

»Rr:, <Rfl(PrTR (mr i ^ ^httt ( 4 ) titt stot 

TT Wl'T 3^1 '(rfWpniR % 

grp tJ ^ 1 1 

^ wry^'^m 1975 % rt 4 fin gf RRifr 

iirii’ft I 

[RWT t^-3S019( 55)/75-41-«l'fi-7] 

S.O. 2676.-^Wheicas It appears to the Central Govern- 
ment that the employer and the majority of the employees in 
relation to the establishment known as Messrs Rainbow Tex- 
tiles, Ramnivas Compound. Vijalpore, Navasari, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Fundi and 
Family Pemion Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) should be 
made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred bv 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the thirty-first day of March, 1975. 

[S. 35019(55) /75-PF-II] 

TToXtto 2677. — ^rF?fltr trtttiK tIr? StfM ^ Pp 

tn4 tpft, rfte TOR Ro 3 7, TIR fRRTR fRRTRW, 
RRRP^ RTRRi Wm Rf^ WRlftlfT ^ 

RgRRPTT ^ TO IT RgRR fit t fip <69 Rift RIto firfff iflT 
^RRfirTR tTftrfim, 1952 (1952 rr 19 ) % rrto rr; 
PTOR 4it Ppf 

TO:, TO, RTF RfEtfim ^ TOT 1 itt RRTOT ( 4 ) SHT TOR 
srfiwf TO TOtR TOTS' JR, ^RttR RTTOT RRi RftrfiWR % RRTO 
RR; ^TOR «Pf RFj; TOTtft t I 

RJ wfir^(TOT 31 RTR, 1975 <61 SPJR' jf RRRI TOtpfl t 

[?to t^l- 3 5 0 1 9 ( 7 5 ) / 7 5-'ft o Rt;„. 2 ] 

,S.O. 2677. — ^Whereas it appears to the Central Govern- 
mcm that the eroployei and the majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as Messr; Vijalpore 
Yam WorFs, Post Box No, 37, Ramnivas Compound, Viial- 
pore, Navasari, have agreed that tiie provisions of the Emp- 
loyees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 
(19 ol’ 1952), should be made applicable to the said esta- 
blishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby applie.s the provisions of the said Act to the 
said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the thirty first day of March, 1975, 

[No. S. 35019(75)/75-PF.-II] 

RPo WTo 2678. — TORlft RpTTO filftf RftjfiWR, 1952 

( 1 95 2 TO 19 ) ^ TOt a^fiRR TRipt TOT TOR Rfwft TO 
SPfTR TOT^ jn, %RfTR RTTOT TR fRRR if TOTTOV TOT ^ % 
n truir n (rTT^) nrjiiT- 

iri:i;-4 (%TRT) RTRTO TTOR Rit 1 fRRTRT, 1975 R RRt 
TOlrof ^T fiPT fiffirfer TOTTft 1 1 

[Ro RR-35019( 215)/75-'Tt‘> t(TOo2(ii)] 
I^Ro <(Ro R^TRiRR, RR tlf^ 


5.0. 2678. — In exercise of the powltrs conferred by the 
first proviso to section 6 of tlie Employees Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the 
Central Government, after making necessary enquiry into 
the matter, hereby specifies with elfect from the first day of 
September, 1975, the establishment known as Messrs A & 
A Printers (Private) Limited. Kanjikuzhy, Kettayam-4 
(Ketala), for the purposes of the said proviso. 

[No. S. 35019(2 15)/75-PF, Il(ii)] 
S, S. SAHASRANAMAN. Dy. Sccy. 

New Delhi, the 6th July, 1976 

5.0. 2679. — In puisuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes (he following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad in the matter 
of applications filed by Shri Ravindra Singh and eight others 
C/o Jadugiida Labour Union, Post Office Jaduguda 
Mines under Section 33A of the IndustriaT Disputes Act, 
1947, which was received by the Central Government on the 
29th lunc, 1976. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAI, GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 

In tlie matter of coraplainit under Section 33A of the Indu#- 
triM Disputes Act, 1947 

(Arising out of Reference No. 60 of 1971 referred to 
by the Ministry by its Order No. L-29011/44/71-LR- 
IV dated 10-11-1971) ‘ 

Coniiplainl No. 3 of 1972 

PARTIES : 

Shri Ravindra Singh & 8 others, C/o. Jaduguda Labour 
Union, P Cl Jaduguda Mines,,^Distt. Sinehbbum. 
Bihar. Complainants 

Vs. 

M/s. Uranium Coiporation of India Ltd., P, O. Jadu- 
guda Mines, Distt. Singhbhum (Bihari. 

Opp. Party. 

APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of the complainants.— Sbri M. S. Murmu. 
Genl, Secretary, Juduguda Labour Union, P. O, 
Jaduguda Mines, Distt, Singhbhum. 

On behalf of the Opp. Party. — Shri D, C. Chopra, 
Manager (P & A) Uranium Corporation of India 
Limited, P, O Jaduguda Mines, Distt. Singhbhum 
(Bihar). 

STATE ; Bihar, INDUSTRY ; Uranium, 

Dbaubad, the 19th June, 1976 

AWARD 

ITiese are nine Complaints Under Section 33A of the In- 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 filed by Shri Ravindra Singh and 
eight others against the O. P. management M/s. Uranium 

Corporation of India Ltd., P.O. Jaduguda Mines, Distt. 

Singhbhum, Bihar for necessary relief. 

From the beginning the parties fought tooth and nail and 
considerable time was lost in this contest. At long last 

the paities thought it wise not to fight any more. It may 

be mentioned in this connection that at an early stage of the 
proceeiJings the applicant Shri B. D. Thapaliyal filed an 
application dated 27-3-1972 stating that he may be permitted 
to withdraw the complaint and the application was verified 
by Shri P. K. Bo.se, learned Advocate who appeared for 
the workmen. My piedccessor-in-Officc reserved the order in 
(he withdrawal application. Nothing stands in the way of 
the complaint of Shri B. D. Tliapaliyal being withdrawn and 
his complaint is dismissed as withdrawn. The case proceed- 
ed along its course and on 9-2-76 memorandum of settlement 
were filed in respect of the complaints of S/Shri P. N. Singh, 
P, K. Sanmukhan, Jairam Hoe, A.S.R.S. Gourpati and 
K.S.N. Rao, On 19-2-1976 a memorandum of settlement 
was filed in respect of the complaint of Ravindra Singh. 
A memorandum of settlement dated 4th May, 1976 in res- 
pect of the complaint of Shri P. S. Kao was received under 
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registered post. A memorandum of settlement dated 
24-2-1976 in respect of the complaint of Suraji Sharma was 
also received by icgistcrcd po.st. All the eight memorandum 
of sctdemeul were signed by Shri D. C. Chopra Manager 
(P & A) for the management and by Shri M. S. Murmu 
General Secretary of the Union. The eight memorandum 
of settlement were also signed by the respective workmen 
S/Shri P. N. Singh, P. K.. Sanmukhan, lairam Hoe, A.S.R.S. 
Gouripati and K.S.N. Rao and Ravindra Singh verified the 
contents of their memorandum of settlement as correct on 
the side of management, Sri D. C. Chopra, Manager (P & 
A) also verified the contents of the above memo of settle- 
ments as correct. I have examined all the memorandum of 
settlement s filed before mo and find that the same are 
beneficial to the rrajties. The long standing disputes have 
thus come to an happy end. I accept all the eight memo- 
randum of settlements. 

In the result, tho complaints filed by E.avindra Singh Suraji 
Sharma, T, K. Sanmukhsm, P. S. Rao A.S.R.S. Goudpati 
K.S.N. Rao, P, N Singh and Rairam Hoc under Section 
33A of tho Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 are disposed of in 
terms of the respective memorandum of settlements, which 
do form part of the order, as nrayed tor by the parlies. 
The complaint as filed by Shri B, D, Thapaliv.al is dismis- 
sed ns withdrawn. 

This is my Award, 

K. K. SARK.\R, Presiding Officer. 

[No, 43014(1 )/76-(i)-D-lV(B)l 
BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, 

CENTRAL GO'TiRNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 

(No, 2), DHANBAD 
AT 

CALCUTTA 
ComolaJnf No. 3 of 1972 

(Under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947). 
PARTIES ; 

Shri Ravindra Singh & 8 Others, C/o. Jaduguda Labour 
Union, PO ; Jaduguda Mines, Distt, Singhbhum, 
Bihar. 

— Complainant. 
Vs. 

M/s, Uranium Corporation of India Ltd,, PO ; Tnduguda 
Mines, Distt. Singhbhum Bihai- — Opposite Party. 

The Petition of Shri Ravindra Singh. The humble 
petitioner is one of the complainants in the above cited Com- 
plaint under section 33-A of Ihc Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 arising out of his dismissal from the Opposite Party's 
service with effect from 16-12-1971. 

2. In respect of tho same cause of action, viz, the 
petitioner’s dismissal from service, for abundant caution tho 
Opposite Party Management has also made an application in 
this Tribunal under Section 33 (2) (b) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947, for the approval of the Tribunal of its said 
action. 

3. The said Application of the Opposite Party Management 
has been registered by the Tribunal as Application 'No. 6 of 
1971. 

4. Tho dispute involved in both the aforesaid matters, now- 
pending in this Tribunal, has been amicably settled by mutual 
negotiations between the Opposite Party Management and the 
Complainant represented by Jaduguda Labour Union. 

5. In terms of the said settlement, the Opposite Party 
Management had agreed to recall or withdraw its order of 
petitioners dismissal and to take back the petitioner in the 
employment of the Uranium Corporation of India Limited and 
to treat the period of absence as Extra-ordinary leave (non- 
medical). 

6. The said settlement has been jointly filed by the 
management and petitioner in the said Application No, 6 of 
1971. The said settlement may be considered as part of this 
record as well. 

7. By virtue of the said settlement the management had 
prayed to the Tribunal to dispose of application in terms 
specified therein. 


8. The petitioner who is the Opposite Party in the said 
Application and the said Union had agreed to the disposal of 
management's Application in terms of the said settleraenc, 

9. In the circumstances, the Petitioner declares that he has 
no fuiiher cause of action against the management arising out 
of his dismissal from service except the rights confeired on 
him m the settlement itself. 

10. The Petitioner, therefore, prays that the Tribunal may 
be pleased to dispose of his Complaint against the manage- 
ment as withdrawn 

11. Management submits that it has no objection to the 
Complaint being disposed of as prayed by the Petitioner, 

12. The parties shall bear their respective cost of proceed- 
ings in this Complaint. 

FOR THE OPPOSITE PARTY FOR THE PETITIONER 
MANAGEMENT COMPLAINANT 

D. C. CHOPRA. 

Manager (Personnel &, Administration) 

Unmiim Corporation of India Limited 
Submitted on 19th Fcbi uar y, 1976 at 
Jaduguda. 

M, S, MURMU, General Secy. 
JADUGUDA LABOUR UNION 
BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER. CENTRAL GOV- 
ERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, (No. 2), 
DHANBAD 
AT 

CALCUTTA 
Coniplainf No. 3 of 1972 

(Under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947). 
PARTI17S ; 

Shri Ravindra Singh & 8 Others. C/o. Jaduguda Labour 
Union, P.O. : Jaduguda Mines. Distt. Singhbhum 
Bihar. — Complainant. 

Vs. 

M/’s. Uranium Coruoration of India Ltd., PO : Jaduguda 
Mines. Distt. Singhbhum Mines, Bihar 

— Opposite Party 

The Petition of Shri A, S. R. S| Gourapati. The humble 
petitioner is one of the complainants in the above cited 
coamlaint under section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 arising out of his dismissal from the Opposite Party’s 
service with effect from 27-12-1971. 

2. In respect of the same cause of action, viz, the 
petitioner’s dismissal from service, for abundant caution the 
Opposite Party Management has also made an application in 
this Tribunal under Section 33 (2) (b) of tho Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947, for the. approval of the Tribunal of its said 
action, 

3. The said Application of the Opposite Party management 
has been registered by the Tribunal as Application No. 12 
of 1971, 

4. The dispute involved in both the aforesaid mattci-s, now 
pending in this Tribunal, has been amicably settled by mutual 
negotiations between the Opposite Party Management and the 
Complainant represented by Jaduguda Labour Union, 

5. In terms of the said settlement, the Opposite Party 
Management had agreed to recall or withdraw its order of 
petitioners dismissal and to take back the petitioner in the 
employment of the Uranium Corporation of India Limited and 
to treat the period of absence as Extra-ordinary leave (nnn- 
medical). 

6. The said settlement has been jointly filed by the 
management and petitioner in the said Application No. 12 of 
1971. The said settlement may be considered as part of this 
record as well. 

7. By virtue of the said settlement the management had 
prayed to the Tribunal to dispose of application in terms 
specified therein. 

8. The petitioner is'ho is the Opposite Party in the said 
Application and the said Union had agreed to the dispo.sal of 
management’s Application in terms of the said settlement. 

9. In the ciicumstances, the Petitioner declares that he has 
no further cause of action against the management arising out 
of his dismissal from service except the rights conferred on 
him in the settlement itself, 

10. The Petitioner, therefore, prays that the Tribunal may 
be pleased to dispose of his Complaint against the manage- 
ment as withdrawn. 
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11. Manafiemeiil submit!, that it has no objection to the 
Complaint being disposed of as played by the Petitioner. 

12. The parties shall bear their respective cost of proceed- 
ings m this Complaint. 

FOR THH OPPOSITF 
PARTY MAN.AaE- 
MENP 
D, NARISINGH 
Advocate. 


D. C. CHOPRA, 

Manager (Personal & 

Administration) 

Uranium Corporation of 
India Limited 
Submitted on 9th 
February, 1976 »t Calcutta 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(No. 2), DHANBAD 
AT 

CALCUTTA 

COMPLAINT NO. 3 OF 1972 

(Under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947). 
PARTIES : 

Shri Ravindra Singh & 8 Others, C/o. Jaduguda Labour 
Union, P.O. ; Jaduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum 
Bihar, —Complainant. 

VS 

M/s. Uranium Corporation of India Ltd., PO : Jadumida 
Mines, Dt, Singhbhum Mines, Bihar — Opposite Party. 

The Petition of Shri T K. Shanmukhan. 

The humble petitioner is one of the complainants in the 
above cited Complatnt under section 33-A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. 1947 aiising out of hfs dismissal from the 
Opposite Party's service with effect from 17-12-1971. 

2. In respect of the same cause of action, viz. the 
petitioner's dismissal from service, for abundant caution the 
Opposite Party — Management has also made an application in 
tliis Tribunal under Section 33 (2) (b) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947, for the approval of the Tribunal of its said 
action. 

3. The said Application of the Opposite Party mimagcment 
has Irecn registered by the Tribunal as Application No. 10 of 
1971. 

4. The dispute involved in both the aforesaid matters, now 
pending in thi.s Tribunal, has been amicably settled by mutual 
negotiations between the Opposite Party Management and the 
Complainant represented by J.'idliguda Inboiir Union, 

5. In terms of the said settlement, the Opposite Party 
Management had agreed to recall or withdraw its order of 
petitioners dismissal and to take back Ihe petitioner in the 
employment ol the Uranium Corpor.ttion of India Limited and 
to treat Ihe period of absence as I xtra-ordinary leave (non- 
medical). 

6. The said settlement has been jointly filed by the 
management and petitioner in the said Application No 10 of 
1971. The said settlement may be considered as part of this 
record as well, 

7. By vii'tue of the said settlement the management had 
prayed to the Tribunal to dispose of application in terms 
specified Iherein. 

8. The petitioner who Is the Opposite Party in the said 
Applicalion and the said Union had agreed to the disposal of 
management's Application in terms of the said settlement. 

9. In the circumstances, the Petitioner declares that he has 
no further cause of action against the management arising out 
of his dismissal fiom service except the rights conferred on 
him in the settlement itself. 

10. The Petitioner, therefore, prays that the Tribunal may 
be pleased to dispose of his Complaint against the manage- 
ment as withdrawn. 

11. Management submits that it has no objection to the 
Complaint being disposed of as prayed by the Petitioner. 

12. The parties shall bear their respective cost of proceed- 
ings in this Complaint. 

FOR THE OPPOSITE PARTY FOR THE PFTITIONER 
MANAGEMENT COMPT.ATNANT 

D. NARSINGH, Advocate M. S. MURMU, General Secy. 

JADUGUDA LABOUR UNION 


FOR THE PETI- 
TIONER COMPLAINT 

M. S. MURMU, 
ueneral Secy. 
JADUGUDA J.ABOUR 
UNION 

A. S. R. S. Gowripati, 

Petitioner-Complaint 


D. C. CHOPRA. T, K. SILANMUKHAM, 

Manager (Personnel & Patitioncr-Complainant, 

Administration) 

Uranium Corporation of 
India Limited 
Submitted on 9th Feb- 
ruary, 1976 


BEFORE THE PRESlUlNL. UFFICER, 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAI 
(No. 2), DHANBAD 
AT 

CALCUTTA 

COMPLAINT NO. 3 OF 1972 

(Under Section 33-A ol the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947). 
PARTIES ; 

Shri Ravindra Singh & 8 Others, C/o, Jaduguda Labour 
Union, PO : Jaduguda Mines Dt, Singhhhum, Bihar 

— Complainant. 
VS 

M/s. Uranium Corporation of India Ltd,, PO ; Jaduguda 
Mines, Dt. Singhbhum Mines, Bihar —Opposite Party 

The Petition of Shri P. N. Singh 

The humble petitioner is one of the complainants in the 
above cited Complaint under section 33- 'V of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 arising out of his dismissal from the 
Opposite Party’s service with effect from 16-12-1971. 

2 In respect of the same cause of uclion, viz. the 
petitioncr‘,s dismissal from service, for abundant caution the 
Opposite Party — Management has also made an applicalion in 
this Tribunal under Section 33(2) (b) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947, for the approval of the Tribunal of its said 
action. 

3. The said Application of the Opposite Party management 
has been registered by the Tribunal as Application No, 5 of 
1971. 

4. The dispute involved in both the aforesaid matters, now 
pending in this Tribunal, has been amicably settled by mutual 
negotiations between the Opposite Parly Management and the 
Complainant represented by Jaduguda Labour Union, 

5. In terms of the said settlement, the Opposite Party 
Mtinagemcnl had agreed to I'ccall or withdraw Us order of 
petitioners dismissal and to take back the peiitioner in the 
employment of the Uranium Corporation of India Limiled and 
to treat the period of absence as Extra-ordinary leave (non- 
medical). 

6. The said settlement has been jointly filed by the 
management and petitioneer in the said Applicalion No, 5 of 
1971. The said settlement may he considered as part of Ihis 
rccoid as well, 

7. By virtue of the said settlement the management had 
prayed to the Tribunal to dispose of application in terms 
specified therein 

8. The petitioner who is the Opposite Party in the said 
Application and the Union had agreed to the disposal of 
niniiagement’s Application in terms of the said settlement. 

9. In the circumstances, the Petitioner declares that he has 
no farther cause of action against the management arising out 
of his dismissal from service except the rights conterred on 
him in the settlement itself, 

10. The Petitioner, therefore, prays that the Tribunal may 
be pleased to dispose of his Complaint against the manage- 
ment as withdrawn. 

11. Management submits that it has no obiection to the 
Complaint being disposed of as prayed by the Petitioner. 

12. The parties shall bear their respective cost of proceed- 
ings in this Complaint. 


LOR THE OPPOSITE PARTY FOR THE PETITIONER 
MANAGEMENT COMPLAINANT 


D, NARSINGH, 
Advocate 
D. C. CHOPRA. 
Manager (Personnel & 
Administration) 

Uranium Corporation of 
India Limited 
Submitted on 9tli 
February, 1976 
at Calcutta. 


'M. S. MURMU, General Secy. 
JADUGUDA LABOUR UNION 
P. N. SINGH 
Pel itioner-Com plaint 
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TiHFORli THE PRESIDING OFFICER 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDU.STRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(No. 2) DHANBAD 
Compliiiiit No. 3 of 1972 

(Under Section 33-A of the Indusln’al Disputes Act, 1947). 
PARTIES : 

Shii Riivindrti Singh & Others, C/o. Judttgtida Labour 
Union. PO : Jadngiida Mines, Dl. Singiibhum Bihar. 

■ — Complainant. 

Vs, 

M/s. Uranium Corporation of India Ltd., PO : Jadufitida 
Mine.s, Dt, Singhbhiim, Bihar. 

—Opposite Pally. 

The Petitionci’ of Shri P. S. Rao 
The humble petitioner is one of the complainants in the 
above cited Complaint under section 33-A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 arising out of his dismissal from the 
Opposite Patty's service with effect from 17-12-1971. 

2. In respect of the same cause of action, viz. the 
petitioners dismissal from service, for abundant caulio.i the 
Opposite Party — Management has also made an application in 
this Tribunal under Section 33(2) (b) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947, for the. approval of the Tribunal of its said 
action. 

3. The said Applicafion of the Opposite Party management 
has been registered by the Tribunal as Application No. 9 of 
1971. 

4. T'he dispute involved in both the aforesaid matters, now 
pending in this Tribunal, has been amicably settled by mutual 
negotiations between (he Opposite Party Management and the 
Complainant represented by Jadupnda fatbour Union. 

i. In terms of the said setllement, the Opposite Party 
IVfanagement had agreed to recall or withdraw its order of 
petitioners dismissal and to take back (he petitioner in the 
employment of the Uranium Corporation of India I imited and 
to heal the period of absence as Extra-ordinary leave (non- 
medical). 

6. The said .settlement has been jointly filed by the 
management and petitioner in the said Application No. 9 of 
1971. The said settlement may be considered as part of this 
recotd as well. 

7. By virtue of the said settlement (he management had 
prayed to the Tribunal lo dispose of application in terms 
specified therein. 

8. The petitioner who is the Opposite Party in the said 
Application and the said Union had agreed to the disposal of 
management's Application in terms of the said settlement. 

9. In the circnmstunces, the Petitioner declares that he has 
no further cause of action against the management tirising out 
of his dismissal from service except the rights conferred on 
him in the settlement itself. 

10. The Petitioner, therefore, prays that the Tribunal may 
be pleased to dispose of his Complaint against the manage- 
ment as withdrawn, 

1 1 . Management submits that it has no objection to the 
Complaint being disposed of as prayed by the Petitioner. 

12. The parties sh.all bear their lespcctlve cost of proceed- 
ings in this Complaint. 

FOR THE OPPOSITE PARTY FOR THF PETITIONER 
MANAGEMENT COMPLAINANT 

M. S. MURMU, General Secy. 
JADUGUDA LABOUR UNION 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(No. 2) DHANBAD 
AT 

CALCUTTA 

Complaint No. 3 of 1972 

(Under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 
PARTIES : 

Shri Ravindra Singh & S Others, C/o. Jacluguda Labour 
Union P.O. : Jaduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum Bihar 

— Complainant. 


JULV 17, 1976/ASADHA 26 , 18&8 7557 


V.S. 

M/s. Uranium Corporation of India Ltd., P.O. ; ladtiguda 
Mines, Dt. Singabhum. Bihar. — Opposite Party 

The Petition of Shri Suraji Sharma the humble petitioner 
is one of the complainants in the above cited Complaint 
under .section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
arising out of his dismissal from the Opposite Party's .ser- 
vice with ellccl from 16-12-1971. 

2. In respect of the same cause of action, viz. the peti- 
tioner’s dismissal from service, for abundant caution the 
Opposite Party-Management ha.s also made an application in 
this Tribunal under Section 33(2) (b) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947, for the approval of the Tribunal of its said 
action. 

3. The said Application of the Opposite Party management 
has been rcgistei'ed by the Tribunal as Application No. 7 of 
1971. 

4. I he dispute involved in both the aforesaid matters, 
now pending in this Tribunal, has been amicably settled by 
muliial negotiations between the Opposite Party Management 
and the Complainant represented by Jaduguda Labour Union. 

5. In teims of the said settlement, the Opposite Party Man- 
agement had agreed to recall or withdraw its order of petit- 
ioners dismissal and to take back the petitioner in the employ- 
ment of the Uranium Corporation of India Limited and to 
treat the period of absence us Extra-ordinary leave (non- 
medical). 

6. The said settlement has been jointly filed by the manage- 
ment and petitioner in the said Application No. 7 of 1971. 
The said settlement may be considered as part of this record 
as well. 

7. By virtue of the said settlement the management had 
prayed lo the Tribunal to dispose of application in terms 
specified therein. 

8. The petitioner who is the Opposite Party in the said 
Application and the said Union had agreed to the disposal 
or management’s Application in terms of Ihc said settlement. 

9. In the circumstance,s, Ihe Petitioner declares that he 
has no further cause of action against the management aris- 
ing out of his dismissal from service except the rights con- 
ferred on him in the setllement itself. 

10. The Petitioner, therefore, prays that the Tribunal may 
be pleased to dispose of his Complaint again.st the manage- 
ment as withdrawn. 

11. Management siibmit.s that it has no objection lo the 
Complaint being disposed of as prayed by the Petitioner. 

12. The parties shall hear their respective cost of proc- 
eedings in this Complaint. 

FOR THE OPPOSITE PARTY FOR THE PETITIONER 

MANAGEMENT COMPLAINANT 

M. S, MURMU, General Secy. 

Jaduguda Labour Union 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(No. 2) DHANBAD 
AT 

CALCUTTA 

Complaint No, 3 of 1972 

(Under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 
PARI'IES : 

Shri Ravindra Singh & 8 Olhers. C/o. Jaduguda I.aboiir 
Union P.O. ; Jaduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum Bihar. 

— Complainant. 

V*. 

M/s. Uranium Corporation of India Ltd., P.O. : Jaduguda 
Mines, Dl. Singhbhum, Bihar. —Opposite Party 
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The Petition of Shri K. S. N. Rao the humble Petitioner The Petition of Shri Jai Ram Hoe the humble petitioner 


is one of the complainants in the above cited Complaint 
under section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
arising out of his dismissal from the Opposite Party’s ser- 
vice with effect from 27-12-1971. 

2. In respect of the same cause of action, viz, the petit- 
ioner’s dismissal from service, for abundant caution the 
Opposite Party Management ha.s also made an application jn 
this Tribunal under Section 33(2) (b) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947, for (he approval of the Tribunal of its said 
action. 

3. The said Application of the Opposite Party management 
has been registered by the Tribunal as Application No. 13 of 
1971. 

4. The dispute involved in both the aforesaid matter's, 
now pending in this Tribunal, has been amicably settled by 
mutual negotiations between the Opposite Party Management 
and the Complainant represented by Jadiiguda Labour Onion. 

5. In terms of the said settlement, the Opposite Party Man- 
agement had agreed to recall or withdraw its order of petit- 
ioners dismissal and to take back the petitioner in the employ- 
ment of the Uranium Corporation of India Limited and to 
treat the period of absence as Extraordinary leave (non- 
mcdical). 

6. The stud settlement has been jointly filed by the manage- 
ment and petitiorrer in the said Application No. 13 of 1971. 
The said settlement may be considered as part of this record 
as well. 

7. By virtue of the said settlement the management had 
prayed to the Tribunal to dispose of application in terms 
specified therein. 

8. The petitioner who is the Opposite Party in the said 
Application and the said Union had agreed to the disposal 
of management's Application in terms of the said settlement. 

9. In the ■ circumstances, the Petitioner declares that he 
has no further cause of action against the management aris- 
ing out of his dismissal from service except the rights con- 
ferred on him in the settlement Itself. 

10. The Petitioner, therefore, prays that the Tribunal may 
be pleased to dispose of his Complaint against the manage- 
ment as withdrawn. 

11. Management submits that it has no objection to the 
Complaint being disposed of as prayed by the Petitioner. 

12. The parties shall bear their respective cost of pro- 
ceedings in this Complaint, 

FOR THE OPPOSITE FOR THE PETITIONER 

PARTV COMPLAINANT 

MANAGEMENT 

D. NARSINGH, Advocate M. S. MURMU, General Secy. 

Jaduguda Labour Union 

K. S. N. RAO. 

Petitioner-Complainant 

D. C. CHOPRA, 

Manager (Personnel & Administration') 

Uranium Corporation of India Limited 
Submitted on 9th February, 1976 
at Calcutta, 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 

(No. 2) DHANBAD 
AT 

CALCUTTA 

Complaint No. 3 of 1972 

(Under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 
PARTIES : 

Shri Ravindra Singh & 8 Others, C/o. Jaduguda Labour 
Union P.O, Jaduguda Mines, Distt. Singhbhum 
Bihar. ^ . — ComplainanL 

M/s. Uranium Corporation of India T,td., P.O. : Jaduguda 
Mines, Dt. Singhbhum, Bihar. —Opposite Party 


is one of the complainants in the above cited Complaini 
under section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
arising out of his dismissal from the Opposite Party’s ser- 
vice with effect from 27-12-1971. 

2. In respect of the same cause of action, viz, the petit- 
ioner’s dismissal from .service, for abundant caution the 
Opposite Party-Management ha.s also made an application in 
this Tribunal under Section 33(2) (b) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947, for the approval of the Tribunal of its said 
action. 

3. The said Application of the Opposite Party management 
has been registered by the Tribunal as Application No. 11 of 
1971, 

4. The dispute involved in both the aforesaid matters, 
now pending in this Tribunal, has been amicably settled by 
mutual negotiations between the Opposite Party Management 
and the Complainant represented by Jaduguda Labour Union. 

5. In terms of the said settlement, the Opposite Party Man- 
agement had agreed to recall or withdraw its order of petit- 
ioners dismissal and to fake back the petitioner in the employ- 
ment of the Uranium Corporation of India Limited and to 
treat the period of absence as Extraordinary leave (non- 
medical). 

6. The said settlement has been jointly filed by the manage- 
ment and petitioner in the said Application No. 11 of 1971. 

The said settlement may be considered as part of this record 
as well, 

7. By virtue of the said settlement the management had 
prayed to the Tribunal to dispose of application in terms 
spewed therein. 

8. The petitioner who is the Opposite Party in the said 
Anplication and the said Union had agreed to the disposal 
of management’s Application in terms of the said settlement. 

9. In the circumstances, the Petitioner declare® that he 
has no further cause of action against the management aris- 
ing out of his dismissal from service except the rights con- 
ferred on him in the settlement Itself. 

10. The Petitioner, therefore, prays that the Tribunal may 
be pleased to dispose of his Complaint against the manage- 
ment as withdrawn. 

11. Management submits that it has no objection to the 
Complaint being disposed of as prayed by the Petitioner. 

12. The parties shall bear their respective cost of pro- "f 
ceedlngs’ in this Complaint. 

FOR THE OPPOSITE PARTY FOR THE PETITIONER 
MANAGEMENT COMPLAINANT 

D. NARSINGH, Advocate M. S. MURMU, General Secy. 

Jaduguda Labour Union 

JAIRAM HOE 
Petitioner-Complainant 
[No, L-43014(l)/76 (1), D.IV(B)] 

D. C. CHOPRA, 

Manager (Personnel &, Administration) 

Uranium Corporation of India Limited 
Submitted on 9th February, 1976 
at Calcutta, 

S.O. 2680. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the (Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad in the matter 
of application filed by Shri Ram Sakai Singh care of 
Jaduguda Labour Union, Post Office Jaduguda Mines under 
Section 33 A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, which, 
was received by the Central Government on the 29th June, 

1976, 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 

In the matter of complaint under Section 33A of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947. 

(Arising out of Reference No, 60 of 1971 referred to by 

the Ministry by its order No. L-29011/44/71-LR-IV 
dated 10-11-1971). 
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Complaint No. 5 of 1972 


PARTIES : 

Shri Ram Sakai Singh, C/o Jadnguda Labour Union, 
P.O. Jaduguda Mines, Distt, Singhbhum, Bihar. 


Complainant. 


Vs. 

M/s. Uranium Corporation of India Limited, P.O. 
Jaduguda Mines, Disl. Singhhhum, Bihar. 

. . 0pp. Party. 


APPEARANCES ; 

On behalf of the complainant. — Shri M. S. Murmti, Genl. 
Secretary, Jaduguda Labour Union, P.O. Jaduguda 
Mines, Dt. Singhbhum. 

On behalf of the Opp. Party. — Shri D. C. Chopra, 
Manager (P & A). Uranium Corporation of India 
Ltd., P.O. Jadugudjt Mines, Dl. Singhbhum (Bihar). 

STATE : Bihar. INDUSTRY ; Uranium 

Dhanbad, the 19th June, 1976 

AWARD 

This is tin application under Section 33A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act 1947 filed by Shri Ram Sakai Singh against 
the O. P. management M/s, Uranium Corporation of India 
Ltd., P. O. Jaduguda Mines, Hist. Singhbhum, Bihar tor 
necessary relief. 

From the beginning the parties to the application fought 
tooth and nail and considerable time was lost in this contest. 
At Jong last the parties thought it was not to fight any 
more. On 9-2-76 when the application was fixed for hear- 
ing both sides appeared and filed a memorandum of settle- 
ment settling the dispute amicably. Sri D. C, Chopra 
Manager (Personnel and Administration) representing the 
management on the one hand ad Shri M. S. Murmii, Gene- 
ral Secretary of the Union put their signatures on the 
memorandum of settlement ana Shri Ram Sakai Singh, the 
complainant put his signature on the same. The contents 
of the applications were verified by the signatories in re- 
lation to the memorandum of settlement. 1 heard both 
sides on the memorandum of settlement and both sides 
submit before me that the dispute has been amic ihly selllcd 
between them and pray that the application be disposed ol 
in terms of the memorandum of settlement. I have examin- 
ed the memorandum of settlement and find that the same 
is beneficial to the parties. The long-standing dispute has 
thus come to a happy conclusion. I accept the memorun- 
dum of settlement. 

In the result, the application under Section 33A of the 
Industrial Dispute Act 1947 is disposed of in terms of the 
memorandum of settlement which do form part of the 
order. 

This is my Award. 

K. K. SARKAR, Presiding Officer 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(NO. 2) DHANBAD 
AT CALCUTTA 
Complaint No. 5 of 1972 

(Under Scclion 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 
PARTIES : 

iShri Ram Sakai Singh, 

C/o Jaduguda Labour Union, 

P.O. Jaduguda Mines, Dist. Singhbhum, 

Bihar. . . Complainanl. 

Vs. 

M/s, Uranium Corporation of India Limited, 

P.O. Jaduguda Mines. Dist Singhbhum, Bihar. 

. . Opposite Party, 


JULY 17, 1976/ASADHA 26, 1898 


The above Complaint was filed by the Complainant m 
this Tribunal under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, againsl the termination of his lien on the services 
under the Opposite Party under clause 24(c) of the Certified 
Standing Orders. 

2, The subject matter of the dispute has since been ami- 
cably settled between the parties after prolonged negotiations 
between the management and the Jaduguda Labour Union, 
representing the complainant, to their satisfaction on the 
terms hereinufici stated ; — 

(i) The Opposite Party, as a special case, shall take 

back the applicant in its employment. The period 
of his/her absence from work from the date on 
which hc/shc had commenced his/her unauthorised 
absence till the date of his/her resumption of work 
til terms of this settlement, shall be treated by the 
management as extraordinary leave (non-medical), 

(ii) In view of this settlement on the above terms the 

Complainant has no lawfully subsisting cause of 
action, to continue to pursue his/her piesent 
complaint. 

(in') The complainant, therefore, desires to withdraw 
his/her present complaint in the above circum- 
stances. 

(iv) The complainant, therefore, prays that the Tribunal 

may be pleased to permit him/her to withdraw 
his/her present complaint against the management. 

(v) It is further prayed that the Tribunal may, therefore, 

be pleased to dispose of the present complaint 
in terms ol ihis settlement. 


(vi) The Complainant will be taken back in service on 
the above terms on submitting the application to 
the Presiding OlEcer, Central Government Indu.s- 
tnal Tribunal (No, 2), Dhanbad to withdraw his/ 
their complaints under section 33-A of 'he Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947. 


(vii) The management has no objection to present com- 
plaint being disposed of as prayed for, 


(vm) The parties shall bear their respective cost of pro- 
ceedings in this Complaint. 


For the Opposite Party 
Management 

D. NARSINGH, Advocate 
D. C. CHOPRA. 


For the Petitioner 
Complainant 

M, S. MURMU, Gen. Secy, 
RAM SAKAL SINGH. 


Manager (Personnel & Petitioner-Complainant 

Administration) Uranium Corporation of 
India I tmitod. 


Submitted on 9th February, 1976, at Calcutta. 

INo, L-43014(ii)/76 D-IV(B)] 


S.O. 2681.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
liereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad in the matter 
of application field by Shri K. C. Mishra care of Jaduguda 
Labour Union. Post OtEce Jaduguda Mines under Section 
3JA of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, which was re- 
ceived by the Central Government on the 29th June, 1976. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL- GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO, 2) AT DHANBAD 


In the matter of complaint under Section 33A of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

(Arisin^t out of Reference No. 60 of 1971 referred to by 
Ministry by its Order No. L-29011 /44/71-LR-lV dated 



2560 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JULY 17, 1976/ASADHA 26, 1898 [Part iJ— 


Complaint No. 8 o( 1972 

PARTIES : 

Shri K. C. Mishra, C/o Jadugvida Labour Union, P.O. 
Jutlugudu Mines, Dt. Singhbhum, Bihar 

, . .Complainant. 
Vs. 

M/s Uranium Corporation of (ndia Ltd., P.O. Jndu- 
guda Mines, Dl. Singhbhum (Bihar) . . .Opp. Paily. 


The above Complaint was filed by the Complainant in 
this Ti'ibunal under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, against the termination of his lien on the ser- 
vices under the Opposite Party under clause 24(c) of the 
Certified Standing Orders. 

2. The subject matter of the dispute has since been ami- 
cably settled between parties after prolonged negotiations 
between the management and the Jadiigud.t Labour Union, 
representing the complainant. to their salisfuelion on the 
terms hereinafter stated : — 


APPEARANCES ; 

On behalf of the complainant — Shri M. S. Murmu, 
Genl. Secretary, Tadugnda Labour Union. P.O. 
Jaduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbluim. 

On behalf of the Opp. Party — Shri D, C. Chopra, 
Manager (P & A), Uranium Corporation of India 
Limited, P.O. Jadugurda Mine.s, Dt. Singhbhum 
(Bihar), 

State — Bihar. 

Dhanb.id, the 19th June, 1976/29th Jyaistha, 1898 (Saka) 

Industry ; Uranium. 


AWARD 

The is an application under Section 33A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 filed by Shri K, C. Mishra, against the 

O. P. management M/s. Uranrum Corporation of India Ltd, 

P. O. Jaduguda Mines, Dist. Singhbhum, Bihar for necessary 
relief. 

From the beginning the parties to the application fought 
tooth and nail and considerable time was lost in this con- 
test. At long last the parties thought it wise not to fight 
any more. On 9-2-1976 when the application was fixed 
for hearing both sides appeared and filed a memorandum 
of settlement settling the dispute amicably. Sri D, C. 
Chopra Manager (Personnel and Administration) represent- 
ing the management on the one hand and Sri M. S. Murmu, 
General Secretary of the Union put their signatures on the 
memorandum of settlement and Shri K. C. Mishra, the 
complainant put his signature on the same. The contents 
of the application were verified by the sigaatorie.s and the 
signature holder in relation to the memorandum of settle- 
ment. I heard both aides on the memorandum of settle- 
ment and both sides submit before me that the dispute has 
been amicably settled between them and pray that the 
application be disposed of in terms of the memorandum of 
settlement. I have examined the memorandum of settlement 
and find that the same is beneficial lo the parties. The 
long-standing dispute has thus come to a happy conclusion. 
1 accept the memorandum of settlement. 

In the result, the application under Section 33A of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 is disposed of in terms of the 
memorandum of settlement. which do form part of the 
order. 

This is my Award. 

Sd/- 

K. K. SARKAR. Presiding OlTlcer 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOV- 
ERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (No. 2) 

DHANBAD 

AT 

CALCUTTA 
Complaint No. 8 of 1972 

(Under Section 33-A of (he Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 
PARTIES : 

Shri K. C. Mishra. C/o Jaduguda Labour Union, P.O. 
Jaduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum, Bihar — Com- 
plainant 

Vs. 


(i) The Opposite Party, as a special case, shall take 

back Ihc applicant in its employment. The period 
of his/her absence from work from the date on 
which he /she had commenced his/her unauthorised 
absence till the dale of his/her lesuniplion of work 
in terms of this settlement, shall be treated by the 
management as extraordinary leave (non-medical). 

(ii) Tn view of this settlement on the above terms the 

Complainant has not lawfully subsisting cause of 
action, to conlinnc to pursue his/her present com- 
plaint. 

(iii) The complainant, Ihcicfoie, desires to withdraw his/ 

her present complaint in the .ibove circumstances. 

(iv) The complainant, therefore, prays that the Tribunal 

may be pleased to permit him/her to withdraw 
his/her present complaint against the management. 

(v) It is further prayed that the rribunal may. there- 

fore, be pleased to dispose of the present com- 
plaint in terms of this sctllemeni. 

(vi) The Complainant will be taken back in service on 

the above terms on submitting the application to 
the Presiding Officer, Central Government Indus- 
trial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad to withdraw his/ 
their complaints under section 33-A of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947. 

(vii) The management has no objection to present com- 

plaint being disposed of as prayed for. 

(viii) The parties shall hear their respective cost of pro- 
ceedings in this Complaint. 


Management 
(D, NAR SINGH) 

Advocate 

(D. C. CHOPRA) 

Manager (Personnel & Administration) 
Uranium Corporation of India Limited 


Submitted on 9th February, 1976, 
at Calcutta. 


For the Petitioner 
Complainant 


(M, S. MURMU) 
General Secretary 
(K. C. MISHRA) 


Petitioner — 
Complainant 


[No. L 43014(l)/76-(iii)D(B)J 

S.O. 2682. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). (he Central Government 
hereby publishes the following awatd of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal (No, 2), Dhanbad in the matter 
of application lilcd by Shri Mahabir Singh care of Jadii- 
giida Lttboiir Union, Post Office Jaduguda Mines under 
Section 33A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 29th June, 
1976. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 


In the matter of complaint under Section 33A of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 


M/s. Uranium Corporation of India TImited, P.O. Jadu- 
guda Mines. Dt, Singhbhum (Bihar)- -Opposite 
Party. 


(Arising out of Reference No. 60 of 1971 referred lo by 
the Ministry by its Order No. L-2901 1 /44/71-LR-lV dated 
I0-1M971). 
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Compla'iit No. 6 of 1972 


PARTIES : 


Shri Mahabir Singh C/o Jadugpda Labour Union, P.O. 
Jaduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum, Bihar. 

. .Complainant. 


Vrs. 


M/s, Uranium Corporation of India Ltd., P.O. ladn- 
gudu Mines. Dt, Singhbhum (Bihar). 


appearances : 


. . 0pp. Parly 


On behalf of the complainant— Shri M. S. Mtirmu. 
Gent. Secretary, Jaduguda Liibour I’nicn, P.O. 
Jaduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum. 


On behalf of the 0pp. Party— Shri D. C. Chopra, 
Manager (P & A), Uranium Corporation of India 
Limited, P. O. Jaduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum 
(Bihar). 

INDUSTRY : Uranium 

Dhanbad, the 19th June, 1976/29th Jyaistha, 1898 (Saka) 
AWARD 


This is an appilcaiion under Section 3JA of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 filed by ,Shri Mahabir Singh, against the 

O. P. management M/s. Uranium Corporation of India Ltd., 

P. O. Jaduguda Mines, Dist. Singhbhum, Bihar for necessary 
relief. 


From the beginning the parties to the application fought 
tooth and nail and considerable time was lost in this con- 
test. At long last the patties thought it wise not to fight 
any more. The parties filed a memorandum of settlement 
dated 10-3-1976 by post .settling the dispute amicably. Sri 
D. C. Chopra, Managei (Personnel and Administration) re- 
presenting the management on the one hand and Sri M. S. 
Murmu, General Secretary of the Union put their signatures 
on the memorandum of .settlement and Shri Mahabir Singh, 
the complainant put his thumb impressions on the same. I 
have examined the memorandum of settlement and find that 
the same is beneficial to the parties. The long-standing dis- 
pute has thus come to a happy conclusion. 1 accept the 
memorandum of settlement. 


In the result, the application under section 33A of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 is disposed of in terms of the 
memorandum of settlement, which do form part of order. 

This is my award. 

K. K. SARKAR, Presiding Officer. 


BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) 
DHANBAD 
AT 

CALCUTTA 
Complaint No, 6 of 1972 

(Under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 
PARTIES : 

Shri Mahabir Singh C/o Jadu^ida Labour Union, P.O. 
Jaduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum, Bihar — Com- 
plainant 

Vs. 

M/s. Uranium Corporation of India Limited, P.O. Jadu-, 
guda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum (Bihar) — Opposite 

Party. 

The above Complaint was filed by the Complainant in 
this Tribunal under Section 33-A of the Industrial Di.sputes 
Act, 1947, against the termination of his lien on the ser- 
vices under the Opposite Party under clause 24(c) of the 
Certified Standing Orders. 

47 GI/76— 9. 


2. The subject matter of the dispute has since been ami- 
cably settled between partie.s after prolonged negotiations 
between the management and the Jncfiiguda Labour Union, 
representing the complainant, to their satisfaction on the 
terms hereinatfcr state ; — 

(i) The Opposite Party, as a special case, shall take 

back ihe applicant in its employment. The period 
of his/her absence from work from the date on 
which he /she had commenced his/her unauthorised 
absence till the date of his/her lesumption of work 
in terms of this settlement, shall be treated by the 
management us extraordinary leave (non-medical). 

(ii) In view of this settlement on the above terms the 

Complainant has not lawftilly subsisting cause of 
action, to continue to pursue his/her present com- 
plaint. 

(iii) The complainant, therefore, desires to withdraw his/ 

her present complaint in the above circumstances. 

(iv) The complainant, therefore, prays that the Tribunal 

may be pleased to permit him/her to withdraw 
his/her present complaint against the management. 

(v) It is further prayed that the Tribunal may, there- 

fore, be pleased to dispose of the present com- 
plaint in terms of this settlement. 

(vi) The Complainant will be taken back in service on 

the above terms on submilting the application to 
the Presiding Officer, Central Government Indus- 
trial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad to withdraw his/ 
their complaints under section 33-A of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947. 

(vii) The management has no objection to present com- 

plaint being disposed of as prayed far. 

(viii) The parties shall bear their respective cost of pro- 
ceedings in this Complaint. 

For the Petitioner 
Complainant 

For the Opposite Party 
Management 

(M. S. MURMU). 
General Secretary 

(Thumb Impiession) 

(D. C. CHOPRA) (MAHABIR SINGH) 

Manager (Personnel & Administration) 

Uranium Corporation of India Limited Petitioner- 

Complainant 


Submitted at Jaduguda on 10th March. 
1976 


INo. L-430I4(l)/176-(iv)-D IV(B)] 

S.O. 2683. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad in the matter 
of application filed by Shri Ramayya Hembram care of Jadu- 
guda Labour Union, Post Office Jaduguda Minc.s under Sec- 
tion 33A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, which was re- 
ceived by the Central Government on the 29th June, 1976. 


BEFORE TLIE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO, 2) AT DHANBAD 

In the matter of complaint under Section 33A of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 


(Arising out of Reference No, 60 of 1971 referred to 
by the Ministry by its order No. L-29011/44/71-LR- 
IV dated 10-11-1971). 
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Complfiiut No. !) of 1972 

PARDFS ; 

Shri Riimayya Hembraoi, C/o. Jaduguda Labour Union, 
P.O. Jaduguda Mines, Dt, Singhbhum, Bihar. 

... Complainant. 

Vrs. 

M/b. Uianium Corporation of India Lid., P O, Jaduguda 
Mines, Dt Singhbhum (Bihar). ... Opp. Party, 

APPEARANCES ; 

On behalf of the complainant — Shii M. S, Murmu, Oenl. 
Secretary, Jaduguda Labour Union, P. O. Jaduguda 
Mines, Dt, Singhbhum. 

On behalf of the Opp, Party. — Shri D. C, Chopra, Ma- 
nager (P & A), Unininm Corporation of India Ltd.. 
P. O. Jaduguda Mines, Dt, Singhhhum (Bihar). 

STATE Bihar. 

Dhanbad, 19th June, 1976 
AWARD 

This is an appliciilion under Section 33A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act 1947 filed by Shri Ramayya Hcmbram, against 
the O. P. management M/s, Uranium Corporation of India 
Ltd., P. O. Jaduguda Mines, Dlst. Singhbhum, Bihar for ne- 
ccssaiy relief. 

From the beginning the parties to the application fought 
tooth and nail and considerable time was lost in this contest. 
At long last the parties thought it wise not to fight any 
more, On 9-2-1976 when the application was fixed for hearing 
both sides appeared and filed a memorandum of settlement 
settling the dispute amicably, Sri D. C. Chopra Manager 
(Personnel and Administration) representing the mamrgement 
on the one hand and Sri M. S. Murmu, General .S'ceretary of 
the Union put their signatures on the memorandum of settle- 
ment and Shri Ramayya Membram, the complainant put his 
thumb impressions on the same. "Ilie contents of the appfi- 
cation were verified by the signatories and the thumb im- 
pression holder in relation to the memorandum of settlement. 
I heard both sides on the memotandnm of settlement and 
both sides submit before me that the dispute has been amicably 
settled between them and pray that the application be disposed 
of in terms of the memorandum of settlement. 1 have 
examined the memorandum of settlement and find that the 
same is beneficial to the parties. The longstanding dispute 
has Ihus come to a happy conclusion, 1 accept the jnemo- 
j andum of settlement. 

In the result, the appricalion under Section 33A of the 
Indu.stiial Disputes Act 1947 is disposed of in terms of the 
memorandum of settlement, which do form part of the order. 

This is my Award. 

K. K, SARKAR, Presiding Officer. 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 1NDU.STRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(NO. 2) DHANBAD 
AT 

CALCUTTA 

Complaint No. 9 of 1972 

(Under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947). 
PARTIES : 

Shri Ramayya Hembiam, C/o, Jaduguda Laboin Union, 
PO ; Jaduguda Mines, Dt, Singhbhum, 

Bihar. . , Complainant 

Vs. 

M/s. Uianium Corporation of India Limited, PO : 
Jaduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum (Bihar). 

... Opposite Pai-ty, 


The above Complaint was filed by the Complainant in this 
Tribunal under Scclion 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947, against the termiiialitm of his lien on the services under 
the Opposite Paity under clause 24(c) of the Certified Stand- 
ing Orders. 

2. The subject matter of the dispute has since been lunicably 
settled between lire parties after prolonged negotiations bet- 
ween the managcnicnt and the Jaduguda Labour Union, re- 
presenting the complainant, to their satisfaction on the terms 
hereinafter stated : — 

(i) The Opposite Paity, as a special case, shall take 
back Ihe applicant in its employment. The period 
of his/her absence from work from the date on 
which he/shc had commenced his/her unauthorised 
absence till the date of his/her resumption of work 
m terms of this settlement, shall be treated by the 
management as extraordinary leave (non-medical). 

(ii) In view of this sctllement on the above terms the 
Complainant has not lawfully subsisting cause of 
action, to continue to pursue his/her present com- 
plaint. 

(iii) The complainant, therefore, desires to withdraw his/ 
her present complaint in the above circumstances. 

(iv) The complainant, therefore, pi ays that the Tribunal 
may be pleased to permit him /her to withdraw his/ 
her present complaint against the managenrent. 

(v) It is further prayed that the Tribunal may, therefore, 

bo pleased to dispose of the present complaint in 
tel ms of this settlement. 

(vi) The Complainant will be taken back in service on 

the above terms on submitting the application to 
the Presiding Officer, Cential Government Industrial 
Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad to withdraw his/their 
complaints undei section 33-.4 of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947, 

(vli) The miinagcment has no obiection to present com- 
plaint being disposed of as prayed for. 

(\iii) The pnrtic.s shall bear Iheir respective cost of pro- 
ceedings in this Complaint. 

For the Opposite Parly For the Petitionei 

Management Complainant 

D. NARSINGH, Advocate. M. S. MURMU. General Secy. 
D. C. CHOPRA, Manager (Personnel & Admn.) 

Uianium Corporation of India Limited. 

LTI of Shri Ramayya Hembram, 
Petitioner-Complainant. 

Submitted on 9th February, 1976, at Calcutta. 

[No. L. 43014(1)/76-(V)-D-IV(B)] 

S.O, 2684. — In puisuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Oov- 
ernmont Industrial l^ibunal (No. 2), Dhanbad in the matter 
of applications filed by Shri R. P. Pandey and others care 
of Jaduguda I.aborir Union, Post Office ladngiida Mines 
under Section 33A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 29th 
June, 1976. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT [NDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 

In the matter of complaint under Section 33A of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947. 

(Arising out of Reference No, 60 of 1971 referred to by 

the Ministry by its Order No. L-29011/44/71-LR-1V 
dated 10-11-1971) 
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Complalnl No. 2 of 1972 

PARTinS : 

Shri R. I'. Pandcy & olhcrt, C/o Jadiiguda Labour 
Union, P.O. Tiiduguda Mints, Dist. Singhbhum, 
Bihar ..Complainant 

Vs, 

Nfi/s. IJiMniiiin Coiporalion of India LimitoJ, t'-O. 
JaLingnd.i Mine,, Disl. Singhbhum (Biltar). 

...Opp. Party 

APPEARANCES ; 

On behalf of the complainant, — Shri M. S. Munnii, 
GcnI. Sccietaiy, ladugnda Labour Union, P. O. 
Jadupuda Mines., Dt Singhbhum. 

On behalf of the Opp. Parly. — Shi i D. C. Chopra, Mana- 
gci (P & A), Uranium Corporation of India Limi- 
ted, P.O. Jadugiida Mines, Dist. Singhbhum (Bihar). 

S'lATE; Bihar. 

Dhanbad, the 19ih June, 1976 
AWARD 

This is an application under Section 33A of the Indiistiial 
Dispute-, Act hied by Sri R. P. Pandcy and three others viz. 
Sri M, S, Murmti, Sri Soma Hindi and Sri Mohan Karmakar. 
Sri Soma Birnli and Sri Mohan Karmakar as far back us 
14-2-72 withdrew their complaint by a joint application on 
the ground lhat there is no merit in iheir ease. It appears 
that Sii P. K. Bose, Advocate representing the workmen 

verified the contents as correct. The case proceeded against 
Sri R. P. Pandcy and Sri M. S. Murmu the other two ap- 
plicants. 'I he case proceeded along its com sc for a long 
time for some reason or other. At long last, the tvvo 
contesting applicants and the O. P. management thought it 
wise not to fight any moic. On 9-2-76, the two contesting 
applicants and the O. P. management appeared 
and filed two memorandum of settlement, settling the dispute 
amicably. Sri D. C CItopra Manager (Personnel and Ad- 
ministration) representing the management and Sri M. S. 
Miirmti as workman concerned and as General Secretary 

of the Union signed the memorandum of settUment, Again 
Sri D. C. Chopra for the management and Sri M. S. Murmu 
as Genera) Secretary of the Union signed the other memo- 
randum of settlement. The parties as above also verified 
the contents of the memorandum of settlement as correct. 
I heard the parties on the same and both sides submit that 

the dispute has been amicably settled and nray that the 

application be disposed of accordingly. I have examined 
the two memorandum of settlement which appear to be 
beneficial to all sides. I, therefore, accept the same. 

In the result, the application under Section 33A of the 
ID. Act 1947 is disposed of in terms of the two memo- 
randum of settlements which do form part of the order. 

This is my Award. 

K. K. SARKAR. Presiding Oflicer 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(NO. 2) DHANBAD 

AT CALCUTTA 

Conipluint No. 2 of 1972 

(Under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947), 
PARTIES : 

,Shri R. P. Pandey & Others, 

C/o ladugnda Labour Union, 

P.O. Jadugiida Mines, Dl. Singhbhum, 

Bihar Complainant. 


JULY 17, 1976/ASADHA 26, 1898 


-vs- 

M/s. Uranium Corporation of India Limited, 

P.O. Jadugiida Mines, Dt, Singhbhum, 

Bihar ..Opposite Party, 

The Petition of Shri M. S. Murmu. 

The above Complaint was filed by the Complainant in 
ibis Tribunal under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, against the tenTiiiiation of Jus services under the 
Opposite Party under clause 3J(b) of the Certified Standing 
Orders. 

2. The subject maltci of the dispute has since beep ami- 
cably settled between the parties after prolonged negotiations 
between the management and the Jadugiida Labour Union, 
representing the complainant, to their satisfaction on the 
terms hereinafter stated : — 

(i) The Opposite Party, as a special case, shall take 

back the applicant in its employment, The period 
of his/her absence from work from the date on 
which he /she hud commenced his/her unauthorised 
absence till the date of his/her resumption of woik 
in terms of this settlement, shall be treated by the 
management as extraordinary leave (non-medical). 

(ii) In view of this settlement on the above terms the 

Complainant has no lawfully subsisting cause of 
action, to continue to pursue his/her present 
complaint, 

(in) The compl.ainant, therefore, desires to withdraw 
his/her present complaint in the above circum- 
stances. 

(iv) The complainant, therefore, prays lhat the Tribunal 

may be pleased to permit him/her to withdravv 
his/hci present complaint against the management, 

(v) It is further prayed that the Tribunal may, therefore, 

be pleased to dispose of the present complaint 
in terms of this settlement. 

(vi) The Complainant will be t,iken back In service on 

the above terms on submitting the application to 
the Presiding Officer, Central Govei nment Indus- 
trial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad to withdiaiv his/ 
their complaints under section 33'A of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947. 

(vii) The management has no objection to present com- 

plaint being disposed of as prayed fpr. 

(viii) The parties sh.ill bear their respective cost of pro- 
ceedings in this Complaint. 

For the Opposite Party For the Petitioner 

Management Complainant 

D. NARSINGH, Advocate M. S, MURMU, Genl. Sccy. 
D. C. CHOPRA, Manager M. S. MURMU, 

(Personnel & Administration) Petitioner-Complainant 

Uianium Corporation of India Limited. 

■Submitted on 9th Febiuary, 1976, at Calcnua, 

before THE PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENllLM. GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL' 
(NO, 2) DHANBAD 

A'l' CALCUTTA 

ConiplaJnf No. 2 of 1972 

(Undei Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 
PARIIES : 

Shri R. P. Pandey & Others, 

C/o Jadiigiuki Labour Union, 

P.O. Jadugiida Mines, Dt. Singhbhum, 

Bthar ..Complainant. 

-VS- 

M/s. Uiiufium Coiporation of India Limited, 

P,0 Jadugiida Mines. Dt. Singhbhum, 

Bihar. . Opposite Putty. 
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The Petition of Shri R. P. Pandey. 

The above Complaint was filed by the Complainant in 
this Tiibiinal under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, against the termination of his services under the 
Opposite Party under clause 31(b) of the Certified Standing 
Orders, 

2. The subject matter of the dispute has since been ami- 
cably settled between the parties after prolonged negotiations 
between the management and the Jaduguda Labour Union, 
representing the complainant, to their satisfaction on the 
terms hereinafter stated ; — 

(i) The Opposite Party, as a special case, shall take 

back the applicant in its employment. The period 
of his/her absence from work from the date on 
which hc/she had commenced his/her unauthorised 
absence till the date of his/her resumption of work 
in terms of this settlement, shall be treated by the 
management as extraordinary leave (non-medical). 

(ii) In view of this settlement on the above terms the 

Complainant has no lawfully subsisting cause of 
action, to continue to pursue his/her present 
complaint, 

(iii) The complainant, therefore, desires to withdraw 

his/her present complaint in the above circum- 
stances. 

(Iv) The complainant, therefore, prays that the I ribunal 
may be pleased to permit him/her to withdraw 
his/her present complaint against the management. 

(v) Tt is further prayed that the Tribunal may, therefore, 

be pleased to^ dispose of the present complaint 
in terms of this settlement. 

(vi) riw Complainant will be taken back In service on 

, terms on submitting the application to 
Officer, Central Government Indiis- 
tnal Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad to withdraw his/ 
their complaints under section 33-A of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Cvii) The management has no objection to present com- 
plaint being disposed of as prayed for. 

(viii) Ihc parties shall ‘hear their respective cost of pro- 
ceedings in this Complaint. 

For the Opposite Party Fpf the Potitloiier 

Management . Coinplaiftant 

D. NARSINGH, Advocate M. S. MURM,U, GeuL'-^y.- 
® Manager r p PTVNBRit. 

^ -P,«titioner:CompIa.nlS^ 

WtaiftmuT Corporation of ‘ India Limited.’ 

Submitted on 9th Februaiy, 1976. at Calcutta. 


Complaint No. 7 of 1972 


PARTIES ; 

Shri Biriiichi Mukhi, C/o Jaduguda Labour Union, 
P. O, Jaduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum, Bihar. 

. . Complainant. 

Vrs, 

M/s. Uranium Corporation of India Ltd, P. O. Jadu- 
guda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum (Bihar). 

. . Opp, Party. 

APPEARANCES ; 

On behalf of the complainant.— Shri M.S. Murmu, Gcnl, 
Secretary, Jaduguda abour Union, P.O. Jaduguda 
Mines, Dt. Singhbhum. 

On behalf of the Opp. Party. — Shn D. C. Chopra, 
Manager (P & A), Uranium Corporation of India 
Limited, P. O. Jaduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum 
(Bihar). 

STATE: Bihar. INDUSTRY; Uranium. 

Dhanbad, the 19th June, 1976 
AWARD 

Dis^m'es'Al:'^ Industrial 

Disputes Act, 1947 filed by Shn Binnchi Mukhi, against the 

p’d^' "'“““Se'iicnt M/s, Uranium Corporation of India J.td. 

S' relief.®' B'har for neecs- 

moSk2°-76 Jhought it wise not to fight any 

Situ 

impression holder in relation the thumb 

ment. J heard both s dl nn "leniorandum of settle- 
raenf and both sides submit racmorandiim of settle- 

been amicably settled between them dispute has 

cation be disposeHf hi 'he appli- 

scltlemcnt. J have examinert^L memorandum of 

and find. that the 

JoDgstanding dispute ha, thus come to a fia 
I accept the memoraodum of seULmen?. -conclusion. 

“"to ih. 

55.”'”’°™*™ »' S'Vto'l,'';.”’ 5S 


[No, L-430I4(l)/76-(VI)-D-IV(e)J Award. 


In the mat*cr-of compiafct luri^cr Sectfoii'^lM-iJ the 

Inal Dispute? AcU 194 V 'h'-Indus- 


K. K. SARKAR, Presiding Officer 


CENTRAL^Sovy^J^ENT^lKTR^Af^^i, 

(NO. 2) DHaK™ ' ^'^^“UNAU 

AT CALCUTTA 

ComplHlnt No. 7 of J972. 

PARTIk'*''"” Uduslrial Disputes Act, 1947) 

Shri Binnchi Itfukhi 

Po Lafeour' Um-dn. 

BiL " ®''’8hbhum, 

Complainant. 

■ ■ Opposite Parly 
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The above Complaint was filed by the Complainant in 
this Tribunal under Section 33-A of the laduatrial Disputes 
Act. 1947, against the termination of his lien on the services 
under the Opposite Party under clause 24(c) of the Certified 
Standing Oiders. 

2. The subject matter of the dispute has since been ami- 
cably settled between the parties after prolonged negotiations 
between the management and the Jadtiguda Labour Union, 
repiesenting the complainant, to their satisfaction on the 
terms hereinafter stated : — 

(i) The Opposite Party, as a special case, shall take 

back the applicant in it.s employment. The period 
of h‘s/her absence from work from the date on 
which he /she had commenced his/her unauthorised 
absence till the date of his/her resumption of work 
in terms of this settlement, shall be treated by the 
management as extraordinary leave (non-medical). 

(ii) In view of this settlement on the above terms the 

Complainant has no lawfully subsisting cause ot 
action, to continue to pureuc his/her present 
complaint, 

(iii) The complainant, therefore, desires to withdraw 

his/her present complaint in the above circum- 
stances. 

(iv) The complainant, therefore, prays that the Tribunal 

may be pleased to permit him/her to wilhdraw 
his/her present complaint against the management. 

(v) It is further prayed that the Tribunal may, therefore, 

be pleased to dispose of the present complaint 
in terms of this settlement. 

(vi) The Complainant will be taken back in seivice on 

the above lerm.s on submitting the application to 
the Presiding Officer, Central Government Indus- 
trial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad to withdraw his/ 
their complaints under section 33-A of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947. 

(vii) The management has no objection to present com- 

plaint being disposed of as prayed for. 

(viii) The parties shall bear their respective cost of pro- 
ceedings in this Coraulflint, 

For the Opposite Party For the Petitioner 

Management Complainant 

ft NAJiSlNGH, Advocate M. S. MURMU, Genl. Seev. 
D. C. CHOPRA, Manager M. S. MURMU, 

(PersogijeT & Administration) Petitioner-Complainant 

Uranium Corporation of India Limited. 

LTI of Sbri Birinchi Mukhi 
BIRINCHI MUKHI, 

Submitted on 9th February, 1976^ at Calcutta. 

INo, 43014(1 )/76-(VlIJ-D. 1V(B)J 

S.O. 2686. — -In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following awaid of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad in the ma((cr of 
applications filed by Shri N. C. Giri and three others care 
of Jaduguda Laboui Union, Post Office Jaduguda Mines 
under Section 33A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 
29 June. 1976. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 


In the matter of complaint undo Section 33A of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947. 

(Arising out of Reference No. 60 of 1971 referred to by 
the Ministry by its order No. L-29011 /44/71- 
LR-rV dated 10-11-1971). 

Complaint No. 4 of 1972. 


PARTIES : 

S/Shri N. C. Giri and 3 others C/o Jaduguda Labour 
tJnion, P,0 Jaduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhura. 
Bihar. 

—Complainant. 

Vrs. 

M/s. Uranium Corporation of India Ltd., P.O. Jaduguda 
Mines, Dt. Singhbhum (Bihni) 

— Opp. Party. 

APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of the complainant — Shri M. .S. Murmu, 
Genl. Secrelary, Jaduguda Labour Union. P.O 
Jaduguda Mines Dt. .Singhbhum. 

On behalf of the Opp, Party — Shri D. C. Chopra, 
Manager (P & A), Uranium Corporation of India 
Idmited, P.O. Jaduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum 
(Bihar). 

INDUSTRY : Uranium. 

Dhanbad, 19th June, 1976 

AWARD 

These aie foui applications nndci Section 33 A of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 filed by S/Shri N. C. Giri, 
Gopal Majhi, Asen Majhi and Rama Kant Kumar, against 
the O, P. management M/s. Uranium Coiporalion of India 
Ltd, P O. Jaduguda MinCuS, Dist. Singhbhum, Bihar for 
necessary relief. 

Ftom the beginning the parties to the applications fought 
tooth and nail and considerable time was lost in the contest. 
At long la.st the parlies thought it wise not to fight any more. 
Three memorandiira.s of settlement was filed on 9-2-1976 and 
one memorandum of settlement was received by post settl- 
ing the dispute amicably. Shri D. C. Chopra Manager (Person- 
nel and Administration signed all the memorandum of 
settlement for the Employers and Shri M. S. Murmu, General 
Scci-tnry of the Union signed all Ihc memorandum of .setlle- 
nieiil for workmen. The conplaints Shri N. C Giri and Sri 
Rama Kant Kumar also signed the memorandum of settle- 
ment and Sri Gopal Majhi and Asen Majhi put their thumb 
impressions on the same. I heaid both skies on the memo- 
randum of settlement and both sides submit before me that 
the dispute has been amicably settled between them and 
pray that the application be disposed of in tei-ffls of the 
nicmorandiim of scttlemeiii 1 have examined the memorandum 
of settlement and find that the same aie beneficial to the 
parties. The long standing dispute has thih come to a happy 
conclusion. I accept the memorandum of settlement. 

In the lesult, the applications under section 33 A of the 
Industrial Disputes Act 1947 filed by S/Shri N. C. Giri. 
2 Gop.il Majhi, 3. Asen Majhi and 4. Rama Kant Kumar 
are disposed of in terms of the memorandum of settlement 
which do from part of older. 

This is my Award. 

K. K. SARKAR, Presiding Officer. 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER. CENTRAL GOV- 
ERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2), DHANBAD 

AT 

CALCUTTA 
Complaint No. 4 of 1972 

(Under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947J 
PARTIF.S : 

Shii N. C. Girl 3 others C/o. Jaduguda Labour Union, 
P.O. JadUHuda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum, Bihar. 

—Complainant. 

Vs. 

M/s, Uranium Corporation of India Ltd., P O. Jaduguda. 
Mines, Dt. Singlibhum, Bihai 


— ^Opposite Party. 
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The Petition of Shri N. C. Giri. 


The Petition of Shri Rnma Kant Kiimot. 


The humble petitioner is one of the complainants in the 
above cited Complaint under section 33-A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 arising out of his dismissal from the 
Opposite Party’s service with effect from 11-2-1972. 

2. In respect of the same cause of action, viz. the peti- 
tioner’s dismissal from service, for abundant caution the 
Opposite Party-Management has also made an application in 
this Tribunal under Action 33(2)(b) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, for the approval of the Tribunal of its said action. 

3. The said Application of the Opposite Party mnnage- 
ment has been registered by the Tribunal us Application 
No. 4 of 1972. 

4. The dispute involved in both the aforesaid matters, now 
pending in this Tribunal, has been amicably settled by mutual 
negotiations between the Opposite Party Management and 
the Complainant represented by Jaduguda Labour Union. 

5. In terms of the said settlement, the Opposite Party 
Management had agreed to recall or withdraw its order of 
petitioners dismissal and to take back the petitioner in the 
employment of the Uranium Corporation of India Tdmitcd 
and to treat the period of absence us Extra-ordinary leave 
(non-medicnl). 

6. The said settlement has been jointly filed by the manage- 
ment and petitioner in the said Application No. 4 of 1972. 
The said settlement may be considered as part of this record 
as well, 

7. By virtue of the said settlement the management had 
prayed to the Tribunal to dispose of application in terms 
specified therein. 

8. The petitioner who is the Opposite Party in the said 
Application and the said Union had agreed to the disposal 
of management’s Application in terms of the said settlement. 

9. In the circumstances, the Petitioner dcclarc.s that he 
has no further cause of action against the management arisinc 
out of his dismissal from service except the rights conferred 
on him in the settlement itself 


10. The Petitioner, thercfoie, prays that the Tribunal may 
be pleased to dispose of his Complaini against the manage- 
ment as withdrawn. 


11. Management submits that it has no objection to the 
Complaint oeing disposed of as prayed by the Petitioner. 


12. The parties sha[l bear 
ings in this Complaint. 

For the Opposite Party 

Management 

Sd/- 


their respective cost of proceed- 

For the Petitioner 
Complainant 
Sd/- 


D. NARSINGH. Advocate. 
Sd/- 


M. S. MURMU, Gl. Secy. 
Jaduguda Labour Union. 

Sd/- 


D. C. CHOPRA, N. C. GIRI. 

Manager (Personnel & Adm.) Petitioncr-Compt. 

Uranium Corporation of India Limited 

Submitted on 9th February, 1976 
at Calcutta. 


BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOV- 
ERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) DHANB.AD 

AT 

CALCUTTA 

Complaint No. 4 of 1972 

(Under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 
PARTIES ; 

Shri N. C. Giri & 3 Others, C/o. Jaduguda Labour 
Union, P.O. Jaduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum, 
Bihar. 


Vs. 


—Complainant 


M/s. Uranium Corporation of India Limited, P.O 
Jaduguda Mines, D(, Singhbhum (Bihar). 

— Opposite Party. 


The above Complaint was filed by the Complainant in this 
Tribunal under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947, against the termination of his lien on the services 
imder the Opposite Party under clause 24(c) of the Certified 
Standing Orders. 

2. The subject matter of the dispute has since been amicably 
settled between the parties after prolonged negotiations 
between the management and the Jaduguda Labour Union, 
representing the complainant, to their satisfaction on the terms 
hereinafter stated 


(i) The Opposite Party, as a special case, shall take back 

the applicant in its employment. The period of his/ 
her absence from work from the date on which he/ 
she had commenced his/her unauthorised absence 
till the date of his/her resumption of work m terms 
of this settlement, shall be ticated by (he manage- 
ment us extraordinary leave (non-medical). 

(ii) In view of this settlement on the above terms (he 

Complainant has no lawfully subsisting cause of 
action, to continue to pursue his/ber present 
complaint, 

(iii) The complainant, therefore, desires to withdraw his/ 

her present complaint in the above circumstances. 

(iv) The complainant, therefore, prays that the Tribunal 

may be pleased lo permit him/her to withdraw his/ 
her present complaint against the mantigt ment. 

(v) It is further prayed that the Tribtui,al may, therefore, 

be pleased lo dispose of the present complaint in 
terms of this settlement. 


(vi) The Compiainanl will be taken back in service on 
the above terms on submitting the application to the 
Presiding Officer, Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal (No. 2). Dhanbad to withdiaw his/their 
complaints under section 33-A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. 

(viil The management has no objection to piesent com- 
plaint being disposed of as prayed for. 

(viii) The parties shall bear their lespcctive cost of pro- 
ceedings in this Complaint. 

For the Opposite Party For the Petitioner 

Management Complainant 

Sd/- Sd/- 


D. C. CHOPRA. M. S MURMU, 

Manager (Personnel & Admn.) General Secy. 

Uranium Corporation of India Limited. 

RAMA KANT KUMAR, 
Petitioner-Complainant. 

9th February, 1976, Calcutta. 

Place; Jaduguda Mines, 

Date ; 25-2-1976. 


BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOV- 
ERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) DHANBAD 

AT 

CALCUTTA 
Coipplalnt No. 4 of 1972 

(Under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 
PARTIES : 

Shri N. C. Giri & 3 Others, C/o. Jaduguda Labour 
Union, P.O. Jaduguda Mines. Dt Singhbhum, 
Bihar. 

— Complainant 
Vs. 

M/s. Uranium Corporation of India Limited, P.O. 
Jaduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum (Bihar). 

- — Opposite Parly. 

The Petition of Shii Oshen Majhi. 

The above Complaint was filed by the Complainant in this 
Tribunal under Section 33-A of the Tnduitrial Disputes Act, 
1947, against the termination of his lien on the services 
under the Opposite Party under clause 24tc) of the Certified 
Standing Orders, 



Sec. 3(ii)J 


2567 


IHE GAZETl'E OF INDIA ; JULY 17, 1976/ASADHA 26, 1898 


2. The subject matter of the dispute hus since boon amicably 
settled between the parlies after prolonged negotiations 
between the management and the Jadugiida Labour Union, 
representing the complainant, to their satisfaction on the term* 
hereinafter slated'— ■ 

(i) The Opposite Party, as a special case, shall take back 

the applicant in its employment. The period of his/ 
her absence from work from the date on which he/ 
she had commenced his/her unauthorised absence 
till the date of his/her resumption of work in terms 
of this settlement, shall be ti'ented by the manage- 
ment as extraordinary leave (non-medicaO- 

(ii) In view of this settlement on the above terms the 

Complainant has no lawfully subsisting cause of 
action, to contlmic to pursue his/her present 
complaint, 

(iii) The complainant, thcicfore, desires to withdraw his/ 

her present complaint in the above cirenmstances. 

(iv) The complainant, therefore, prays that the Tribunal 

may be plca.sed to permit him/her to withdraw his/ 
her present complaint against the management. 

(v) II is further prayed that the Tribunal raay< therefore, 

be pleased to dispose of the present complaint in 
terms of this settlement. 

(vi) The Complainant will be taken back in .service on 

Ihe above terms on submitting the application to the 
Presiding Officer, Central Government industrial 
rribunaf (No. 2), Dhanbad to withdraw his/their 
complaints under section 33-A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. 

(vii) The management has no objection to present com- 

plaint being disposed of as prayed for, 

(viii) The parties .shall bear their respective cost of pro- 
ceedings in this Complaint. 

For the Opposite Party For the Petitioner 

Management (/omplainant 


D. NARStNGH. 
Advocate 


M. S. MURMU, 
General Secretary. 


Sd/- 

D. C. CHOPRA, LTI of Shri Oshan Majhi. 

Manager (Personnel & Adm. Petitioner Complainant 

Uranium Corporation of India Limilcd. 


Submitted on 9lh February, 1976 
at Calcutta. 


BEFORR THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOV- 
ERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO, 2) DHANBAD 

AT 

CALCUTTA 

Complaint No. 4 of 1972 

(Under Section 33-A of the Industrial Dispute, s Act, L947) 
PARTIES ; 

Shri N. C. Giri & 3 Others, C/o, laduguda Labour 
Union, P.O. laduguda Mines, Dist. Singhbhum, 
Bihar 

— Complainant 
Vs. 

M/s. Uranium Corporation of India Limited, P.O. 
laduguda Mines, Disl Singhbhum (Bihar) 

— Opposite Party. 

The Petition of Shri Oopal Majhi. 

TTie above Complaint was filed by the Complainant in this 
Tribunal under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947, again,5t the termination of his lien on the services 
under the Opposite Party under clause 24(c) of the Certified 
Standing Orders- 

2. The subject matter of the dispute has since been amicably 
settled between the parties after prolonged negotiations 
between the mtinagemenl and the laduguda Labour Union, 
representing the complainant, to their satisfaction on the terms 
hereinafter stated : — 

(i) The Opposite Party, as a special case, shall fake back 
the applicant in its employment. The period of his/ 
her absence from work from the date on which he/ 
she had commenced his/her unauthorised absence 
till the date of his/her resumption of work in terms 
of this settlement, shall be treated by the manage- 
ment as extraordinary le:'vc (non-medical). 


(ii) In view of this settlement on the above terms the 

Complainant has no lawfully subsisting cause of 
action, to continue to pursue his/her present 
complaint. 

(iii) The complainant, therefore, desires to withdraw his/ 

her present complaint in the above ciiciunstances, 

(iv) The complainant, thciefore, prays that the Tribunal 

may be pleased to permit him/her to withdraw his/ 
her present complaint against the management. 

(v) It Is further prayed that the Tribunal may, therefore, 

be pleased to dispose of the present complaint in 
terms of this settlement. 

(vi) The Compluinatlt will be taken back in service on 

the above terms on submitting the application to the 
Pre,siding Officer, Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad to withdraw his /their 
complaints under section 33-A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. 

(vii) The management has no objection to present com- 

plaint being disposed of as prayed for. 

(viii) The parties shall bear their respective cost of pro- 
ceccflngs in this Complaint. 

For the Opposite Party 
Management 
D. NARSINGH 
Advocate 
D. C. CHOPRA, 

Manager (Personnel & Adm.) 

Uranium Corporation of India Limited, 

Petitioner-Complainant. 

Submited on 9lh February, 1976, 
at Calcutta. 


For the Petitioner 
Complainant 
M, S. MURMU, 
General Secy. 
GOPAL MAJHI, 


INo. L-430 1.4(1 )/76(viii)-DIV(B)] 


S.O. 26*7. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1.947), the Central Oovernment 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad in Ihe matter of 
applications filed by Shrimali Singhoo and Salgi care of 
laduguda Labour Union, Post Office laduguda Mines under 
Section 33 A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 29th June, 1976. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 

PRESENT : 

Shri K. K. Sarkar, Judge, Presiding Officer. 

In the matter of complaint under Section 33 A of the 
Industrial Di.sputes Act, 1947. 

(Arising out of Reference No. 60 of 1971 referred lo by 
by its order No. L-29011/44/71-LR-IV dated 

Complaint No. I of 1972 

PARTIES ; 


Smt, Singhoo and Salgi, C/o. laduguda T..abour Union, 
P.O. laduguda Mines, Dt, Singhbhum, Bihar 

. . . Complainant. 
Vs. 

M/s. Uranium Corporation of India Limited, P.O. 
laduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum (Bihar). 

APPEARANCES : ' ' 


On behalf of the complainant— Shri M. S. Murmu, 
Genl. Secretary, laduguda Labour Union, P.O. 
laduguda Mines. Dt. Singhbhiim. 

On behalf of the Opposite Party— Shri D. C, Chopra, 
Manager (P&A), Uranium Corporation of India 
Limited, P, O, laduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum 
(Bihar), 


State : Bihar. 


Industry ; Uranium, 
Dhanbad, 19th June, 1970. 


AWARD , 

This is an application under Section 33A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act 1947 filed by Smt. Singhoo and Salgi, the two 
workmen, against the O. P. management M/s. Uranium 
Corporation of India Ltd,, P. O. laduguda Mines, Dist. 
Singhbhum, Bihar for necessary relief. 



2568 


THE GAZETTE OF JNDIA : JULY 17, 1976/ASADHA 26, 1898 


[Pari II— 


From the beginning the parties to the application fought 
tooth and nail and considerable time was lost in this contest. 
At long last ,hc parties thought it wise not to fight any more. 
On 9’2-76 when the application was fixed for heftiing both 
sides appealed and filed two memorandum of settlement 
settling the dispute amicably, Shri D. C, Chopra, Manager 
(Personnel and Administi ation) representing the manage- 
ment on ihe one hand and Sri M S Miirmti, General Secre- 
tary of the Union put Ihcir signatuics on the two memo- 
randum of settlement and Smt. Singhoo and Snit. Salgi the 
two complainants put their (hiimb impicssions on the same. 
Tile contents of the applications wcie verified by the signa- 
tories and the thumb imp ession holders in i elation to the 
two memorandum of seltl'emcnt T heard both 'ides on the 
memorandum of settlement and both sides submit before 
me that the dispute has been nmicablv settUd between them 
and pray that the application be disposed of in terms of the 
two memorandum of settlements. I have examined the two 
memorandum of settlement and find that the same Is bene- 
ficial to the parties, The long-standing dispute has thus come 
to a happy conclusion, 1 accept the memorandum of settle 
ment. 

In the result, the application under Section 33A of the 
Industrial Pispute Act 1947 Is disposed of in terms of the 
memorandum of the two memorandum of settlements, which 
do form part of the order. 

This is my Award. 

K. K, SARK,\R, Presiding Officer 


(vli) The managemrnt has no objection to present com- 
plaint being disposed of as prayed for. 

(viii) The parlies shall bear their respective coat of pro- 
ceedings in this Complaint. 


For the Opposite Party 
Management 

D. NARStNGH 
Advocate 


For the Petitioner 
Complainant 

(M. S. MURMGl 
General Secretaiy 


D. C. CHOPRA, Manager RTI of SMT. SINGHOO, 

(Personnel & Administration) Petitioner-Complainant 

Uranium Corporation of India Limited. 

Submitted on 9th February, 1976, at Calcutta. 


PEFOBF THE PRE.SIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOV- 
EKNMFNT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2). 

DIIANBAD AT CALCUTTA 
Complaint No. 1 of 1972 

(Under Section 33-A of the Imlustriid Dispute® Act, 1947) 
PARTI I S 

Smt. Singhoo & Salgi, C/o. Jaduguda Labour Union, 
P O. Jaduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum, Bihar. 


BEFORE THE PRESIDTNG OFFICER CENTRAL GOV- 
ERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBLINAL (NO. 2) 
DHANBAD AT CAT CUTTA 
Cumplulnt No. 1 of 1972 

(Under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 
PARTIES ; 

Smt Singhoo & ‘Salgi, C/o. Jaduguda Laboui Union. 
'P. O. Jaduguda Mines, Dt, Singhbhum, Bihar. 

. , .Complainant. 


Vs. 

M/s. Uranium Corporation of India Limited, P. O 
Jaduguda Mines, Dt, Singhbhum (Bihar) 

. . .Opposite Party. 

The Petition of Smt. Singhoo 


The above Complaint was filed by the Complainant m 
this Tribunal under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, against the termination of his lien on the ser- 
vlet undei the Opposite Party under clause 24(c) of the 
Certified Standing Oidcrs. 

2. The subject matter of the dispute has since been 
amicably settled between the parties after piolongcd nego- 
tiations bctu'ccn the management and the Jaduguda Uibour 
Union, representing the complainant, to their satisfaction on 
the terms heicinatter stated : — 

(i) The Opposite Party, as a special case, shall take 

back the applicant in its emproyment. The penod 
of his/hei absence fiom work from the date on 
which he/sho had commenced his/her unauthorisT 
ed absence till the date of his/her resumption of 
woik in terms of this settlcinenl, shall be treated 
by the management as extraordinary leave (non- 
medical ) , 

(ii) In view of this setdernent on the above terms the 
Complainant has not lawftiTIy subsisting cause of 
action, to continue to pursue his/her present com- 
plant. 

(iii) The complainard, theiefore, desires to withdraw 
his/her present complaint in the above circum 
stances. 


flv) The complainant, therefore, prays that the Tiibunal 
^ may be pleased to permit him/her to withdraw 
his/her present complaint ngaimt the managiement. 

(v) It is further prayed that the Tribunal may, there- 
^ ^ fore, be pleased to dispose of the picsent compTaint 

in terms of this settlement. 

(vi) The Complainant will be taken back in wrvicc on 
^ the above terms on smbmitting the application to the 

Presiding Officer. Cemral Government Industrial Tn- 
bimal (No. 2), Dhanbad to withdraw his/lh^r com- 
plaints under section 33-A «f the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. 


Vs. 


Complainant 


M/s. Uianium Corporation of India Limited, P. O. 
Jaduguda Mines, Dt. Singhbhum (Bihar) 

. . .Opposite Paity. 


The Petition of SmL Salgi 

The above Complaint was filed by the Complainant in 
this Tribunal under Section 33-A of the Industrial Dilutes 
Act, 1947, against the tennination of his lien on the ser- 
vices under the (^posite Party under clause 24(c) of the 
Certified Standing Orders. 

2. The .subject matter of the dispute has since been 
amicably settled between the parties after prolonged nego- 
tiations between the management and the Jaduguda I.Abour 
Union, representing the complainant, to their satisfaction on 
the terms hereinafter stated : — 

(i) The Opposite Party, as a special case, shall take 
back the applicant in its employment. The period 
of his/her absence from work from the dale on 
which he/shc had c mmcnccd his/her unauthoris- 
ed absence till the date of his/her resumption of 
work in teims of this settltment, shall be treated 
by the management as extraordinniy leave (non- 
mcdical) . 

(u) In view of this settlement on the above terms the 
Complainant has not lawfully subsisting cause of 
action, to continue to pursue his/her present com- 
plaint, 

(iil) The complainant, therefore, desires Do withdraw 
his/her present complaint in the above circum- 
stances. 

(iv) The complainant, therefore, prays that the Tribunal 
mav be pleased to permit him/her to withdraw 
his/her pre'ent complaint against the management. 

(v) It is further prayed that the Tribunal may, there- 

foie, be pleased to dispose of the present compfaint 
in terms of this settlement, 

(vi) The Complainant will be taken back in service on 

the above temrs on submitting the application to the 
Presiding Officer, Central Government Industrial Tri- 
bunal (No. 2), Dhanbad to withdraw his/their com- 
plaints under section 33-A of the Industrial Dispute# 
Act, 1947. 

(vii) The management has no objection to present cem- 
plaint hieing disposed of as prayed for. 
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.New Delhi, the Tth .luly. 1976 
STAMPS 

S.O. 2688. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
cinnse Xt) oJ Mib-seciion il) ot section 9 of the Invlian Stamp 
Act. 1899 i2 of !899). the Central Government hereby 
remits ihe '.iuiy v.tth ahuh the bo ids in tiie form of pro- 
missory notes ’ to the v.s'ce twenty-seven lakbs and fifty 
thonsand rupees, fioated by llie Ass.arri Financitd Corpora- 
tion. are tiitiiixtible tinder the said Act. 

[No. 34 /7S. Stamps /r. No. dT”! /2S/76 Ctis. Viij 
O. P. MEHRA, Dy. Secy. 


MINISTRY or L ABO OR 
'Ise\s Delhi, the 8th luly, 1976 
S.O. 2689. — In pi'rsuunce of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, i947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes tb* following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Tiiciisir’al Tribunal-cum-Labonr Court No. I Dbanbad 
in the I ' b, tween the employers in relation 

to the . . Ccke Oven of M/s. Telu Ram 

Minera ■ D , i' Ltd, and their workmen, which 

was received by the Cential Government on the 29-6-1976. 
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSllGAL 
TRIBUN.AL NO. 1. DHANB.AD 
In the matter of a reference under Section 10(1 )(d) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947. 

Reference No. !1 of 1975 

(Ministry's Onicr No. I-2012/'?9 '74-) R H(i) dated 
27-2-1 97.*! ) 

PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the management of Fatka Coke 
Oven of M Fclur.iin .Minvi.ils Deveiop-nc.-n (P) 
Ltd. P.O. Nirshachatti. Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 


PRESENT ; 

Mr. Justice iX. 1.. :J.X . as ara ike.,! i i-iesXt’.nz Ofiicer. 

APPEARANCES ■ 

For 'b- ,-7 ■’p.,'- ’“,‘v.r. — f. 'XV' i ii a tuvoisvic 
For til.: Vv't>>'l;r.;cri-' Jiai k. I-’a.v ev, S. v .'craiy, Bihar Col- 
liery Kacigar Union. 

Slate ; Bihar Industry : Coke Oven 

Ona .5..., : . :X '975 


AWARD 

The folluv.ing dispute k , been referrC'.i to 'his Tribunal 
by the Central Government, in exercise of its powers under 
ciaiise (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 tif the Industrial 
Dispute; Act, namely. — 

“Whether the action of the management of Fatka Coke 
Oven of Messrs Teiu Ram Agarwala Mineials De 
velopment t Private) Limited, Post Oflic; Mirs'ac'natti, 
Dhanbad in not implementing the recommcnda*iotis 
of the Central Wage Board for Coal Mining Tudur- 
try is justified ? If not, to what relief are the 
workmen entitled and from what date ?” 

2. The parties have filed a compromise which consi^'s of 

two parts, namely, one filed by the Union (Annexui • I) 
signed by K. Pandey. Secretary^ of the Bihar Colliery Ka.rujur 
Union, and the other filed by M/s. Teluram Minerals D’ve- 
ionmeuf tpf Fid. ( Annevure li). a'U’o.j io : i-.A’-.ly. r., 

Director of the Management. 

3. Shri S. S. Mukherjee, Advocate for M TslMi'm 
Minerals Development (P) Limited appeared be 'ore .he Tri- 
bunal on (unc 15, 1976 and vcrific j the com; roE-r>i‘.c fAn 
nexure IJ ) on behalf of the said company. K. Pandey, 
however, did not appear on that date becru’e he is a Misa 
detenue. Today (.lune 22. 1976) Salrtir, ii Pi;.isaJ Mnba, 
a Member of the Executive Committee of 'he unicu has, 
however.' appeared and not only verified the sisnalnr;' rf Shri 
K. Pai'i-'lev on die I'or'pTotnise i .-V.mermv 1) bu’ h,;., Tir'hcr 
stated That it is fair and reasonable and m the interests' of 
the union as also the workmen wlio are members thereof. 
The comprornise (" Annexure I & II) mentions that the dispute 
which hiis been referred, has been settled and Ihe concerned 
“workmen have already been paid their wages on the basis 
ot the recorn mendations of the Central linage Board for 
.Coal Mining Industry. The aw'ard is, therefore, given in 
terms of the com.oromise (Annexures I & II) which shall 
form part of the award. 

Sd/- 

K B. SRiV.ASTAVA, 


ANNEXRIIF I 

BIHAR COI.LIERY KAMGAR UNION 
Regd. No. 1403 (Bihar) : Affilliated to C.I.T.U. 

REFUGEE MARKET, TEMPLE RO.AD, DFAN'P AD 
-Nirsachatti, the 26th April, 1976 
To 

The Presiding Officer, 

Central Govt. Industrial Tribun.al- 
cum-Larovr Court (No. 1), Dhanbad, 

Reference No. ! I of 1975. 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Fatku Coke 
Oven of M/s. Teluram Minerals Developmen’ (P) 
Ltd. P.O. Nirsachafti (Dhanbad), 

AND 

Their Woikmen. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Fatka Coke 
Oven of M/s. Teluram Minerals Development (P) 
L. I '’ripi.aiieiuing ihe ive. lioio of 

the Central Wage Board for Coal Mining Indus'uy 
IS iustihed ? if not. to what relief are the w'orknrca 
entitled and from what date ?" 

Dear Sir. 

With reference to your iekter No 1( ,.'75/126 dated 70-4-76 
we like to inlimate your goodself W'ith the fact that the dispute 
betwee.u the above-said parties as specified in the “Schedule’* 
has been settled and the concerned workmen have been paid 
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their wages regularly a per “Recommendations of the Central 
Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry", which may kindly 
be noted. 

However, ^'Oiir la.-nour is requested ti; Idiv.J'v treat the 
above-said case as ' . sei 


Thanking vou. 

Yours failhl'uliy, 

Sd . - 

K. PANDFV, ‘Jeev. 

ANNEX L'R; ;i 

TELURAM MINERALS DF\ L! OPMENT (PI LID. 
Head Office : 

11, OLD POST OFFICE ST. 

CALCUTTA-] 

Phone -. 22—1201 
Delhi Onicc 

129/D, KAMI A 'v' A'. • \H, 

Delhi-7 

Phone : 22—0824 
Calcutta Office 
14/lA GR.ANT LANE. 

CALCUTTA-12. 

P.O. CHIRKUNDA 
(DHANB.AD) 

Phone Chirkunda 66 
Barakar 337 

Ref. No. TMD/TRB/76. 

Dated 29-4-1976 


The Presiding Officer. 

Central <3®vt. Industrial Ttibunal- 
cum-Labour Court (No. 1). UhanbaJ. 
Dhanbad. 


Reference No. 11 1575. 

and your letter No. 11/75, 126 of 20-4-1976. 

PARTIES : 

Etnplover.s in relation to Ihe manfigement of r'aiK'i Coke 
O'-'c.n of M/s. Tel'.iratn Minerals (P) l.-u. PO 
Nirsachatti. Dt. Dhanbad, 

AND 


S.O. 2690. — ;rj puisn mce O'' ,-ectioii 1" of ihe kudus-' iul 
Disputes Act, 197 (14 of 1947), the Centra! Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gorein- 
:nent Ind'a'diiai nbunai-sum Labour Court No 1 Dhanbad 
in the industrial dispute between the employeis in relation 
to the ma.nagemcnt of Iler.trla Bhatta t English Bbatta) of 
Messrs'. Selected Fatka Colliery P.O. Nirsachatti Ohanbad aivl 
their workmen, which was received bv the Centr.-.i Grt n.i- 
meni on 29-6-1976. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAT, 
TRIBUNAL NO. !, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under Section 10(1)'':!) 
of the Industrial Disputes .Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 12 of !97S. 

(Ministry's Order No. !..2012/39/74-LR Il(ii') Dt. 27 2-75) 
PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the management of Benda 
Bhatta (English Bhatta) of M/s Seiecteoi F.i'ka 
Colliery. Post Office Nirsachatti, Dhanbad, 

AND 

Their Workmen. 


PRESENT ; 

Mr. lustice K. B. Srivastava (Retd.) Presiding Officer. 
APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers — Shri S. S. Mukherjec. .\d\ucatc. 

For the Workmen — Shri K. Pandey, Secretary, Bihar Col- 
liery Kamgar Union. 

State : Bihar. Industry : Ceal. 

Dhanbad, dated, lune 22. 1976. 

AWARD 

The following dispute has been refened to this Tribunal 
by the Central Go\cvnm;n!. in exercise of its powers under 
clause (d) of siib-soclicn (11 of section U) of '.he Indusiriul 
Disputes .Act, namely, — 

“Whether the action of the managera me of ‘’vela 
Bhatia (English Bhatta) of Messrs '/.elected Fatka 
Colliery, Post Office Nirsachatti. Dhanbad. in not 
implementing the recorame.ndations of the Crn’ral 
Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry, is justified ? 
If not, to v/hat relief are the workmen entitled nnd 
from what date ?" 


Their '.Vorkmen 
“SCHlcDULE" 

“Whether the action of the management of Eatka Coke 
Oven of M/s. Teluram Minerals De'c (P' ltd.- 
P.O. — Nirsachatti, Dt. Dhanbad, in not implement- 
ing the Recommendations of the Central Wage 
Board for Coal Mining Industry is justified ? It 
not to what relief are the workmen entitled and 
from what date ?” 

Dear Sir, 

We like to intimate your goodself with the fact that our 
FATKA COKE OVEN is Registered under the Rule of “Small 
Scale Industries” and so we are not compelled to implement 
the “Recommendations of the Central Wage Board for Coal 
Minina Industry" for the workmen of our F.ATK.A COKE 
OVEN. 

However, in view of maintaining good relationship with 
our workmen as well as for bringing their full satisfaction, 
we are paying their wages as per “Recommendations of the 
Central Wage Board” and there is no such dispute between 
the above-said parties, which may kindly be noted. 

""'■''t’k'ng veT!. 

[No. L-2012/39/74(i)/LR. TT/D. IIIA] 
Yours faithfully, 
Sd/- 111. 

Director 


2. The parties have filed a compromise which consists of 
two parts, namely, ono filed by Messrs Selected Fatka CjI- 
liery (Annexure I) signed by the Manager and the other 
filed by K. Pandey, Secretary, Bihar Colliery Kamgar union 
f Annexure ID. 

3. Shri S.S.Mukherjee, .Advocate for M/S, Selected Fatka 
Colliery appeared before the Trihimal on June 15. 1976 and 
verified the compromise (Annexure Ti on behalf of 'he 
said company. K. Pandey, howeser, did not appear on that 
date because he is a Misa detenue. Today /June 22. 1976) 
Satrohan Prasad Sinha, a Member of the Fxecutive Com- 
mittee of the union has. however, appeared and not only 
verified, the signature of K. Pandey on the compromise (An- 
nexure II) but has further stated that it is fair and reason- 
able and in the interests of the union as also the workmen 
who are members thereof. The cempromise (Annexure I & 
IT) mentions that the dispute which has been referred, has 
been settled and the concerned workmen have already been 
paid their wages on the basis of the recommendations of 
the Central Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry. The 
award is, therefore, given in terms of the compromise (An- 
nexures I & IT) which shall form part of the award. 

Sd/- 

K. B. SRIVASTAVA. 
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ANNRXURE'l 

'Sisir Kiimai' Roy 

Receiver Sail iNo. 902 of 1950 
SELECTED FA'l KA COLLIERY 
Phone No. Nirsa 28. 

Colliery Office ; 

P.O. NIRSACHATTI 
(DHANBAD) 

Phone : tkO 26 
P.O. KUMARDHUBT, 

Dikt. DHANBAD 

Ref. No. SFC/68/ 120/76. 

Dated 27-4-1976 

T» 

The Presidin’ Officer. 

Centuil Oovt. Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Lahoiir Court No. 1, Dhanbad. 

Dhanbad. 

Reference No. 12 of 1975 

PARTIES : 

Empinyer.s in relation to the Management of Bangla 
Bhata of M/s. Sel. Fatka Colliery, P.O. Nirsachatti 
(DlianbadL 

AND 

Thcii 


SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Bangla Bhata 
ol M/s. Scl. Fatka Colliery (P.O. Nirsachatti, 
UhitnDnill III not implementing the Recoramenda- 
iions oi the Central Wage Board for Coal Mining 
Indiistiy. is instifiecl 7 If not, to whut relief are 
the woi’kmcn entitled and from what date ?” 

Dear Sir, 

With refer eacc to the above-said "Schedule" and your 
letter No. 12^75/128 dated 20-4-1976, wc ar,c to let your 
gcodself know that there is no such dispute between the 
above-said 2 parties as the concerned workmen have been 
paid their wages as per "Recommendations of Central Wage 
Board for Co.d Mining Industry’’ which may kindlv be 
noted. 

Thanking you. 

Yours faithfully. 

For Selected Fatka Colliery 
■id/- Illegible. 

Manager 


ANNHXURF H 

BIHAR COIT.IF/RY KAMOAR I'NIDN 
Regd. No. 1403 (Bihar) : Affiliated to C.I.T.U, 
REFUGEE MARKET. TEMPLE ROAD. .DHANBAD 
Nirsachatti, Dated 26-4-1976 

To 

The Presiding Officer, 

Central Government Industrial Tribun.al- 
cum- Labour Court (No. 1), Dhanbad. 

Dhanbad. 

1-lefi'reiiicc No. 12 of 1975 

PARTIES : 

Employers in rclnlion to the matiagemenl of Bangla 
Bhalta of M/s. Selected Fatka Colliery, P.O, Nirsa- 
chatli, Dhanbad 

AND 

Their workmen 

SCHEDUl E 

“VVhethcr the action of the management of Bangla Bhata 
of M/s. Sc). Fatka Colliery, in not implementing 
the Recommendations of the Central W. Board for 
(^al Mining Industry, is iu.stified 7 If not, to what 
relief are the workmen entitled and from what 
date 7” 

Ref, Your letter No. 12/75/128 dated 20-4-1976. 

Dear Sir, 

With reference to the above wc arc to mfonn your good- 
self that the dispute between the abovc-siiid parties as speci- 
fied in the '‘.Schedule'' has been settled and the concerned 
workmen arc being paid regularly their wages as per recom- 
mendation of the Central Wa.ttc Board for Coal Mining 
Indu-Stry, which may kindly be noted. 

Con.sidering the above, your honour is requested to kindly 
treat this case as closed. 

Thanking you, 

Yoir's faithrully. 

Sd/- K. Piindey. 
SECRETARY 

BIHAR COI LIFRY KAMGAR UNION 
IF. No. L-20 12/39/74(11) LR II/D. lUAl 
R. P. N.ARIJLA, Under Secy. 


PRINTED BY THE MANAGER, GOVT. OF INDIA PRESS, RING ROAD, NEW DELIlI-1 10027 
AND PUBLISHED BY THE CONTROLLER PUBLICATIONS, DELHI-110006, 1976. 




